Historic,  Archive  Document 

Do  not  assume  content  reflects  current  scientific  knowledge, 
policies,  or  practices. 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 


Agricultural  Economics  Bibliography  No.  96 


DISTRIBUTICN  OF  FARM  INCOME  BY  SIZE 
A  Selected  Bibliography 


Compiled  by 
Louise  0.  Bercaw  and  Helen  E.  Hcnncfnind 
Under  the  Direction  of  Margaret  T.  Olcotr,  Librarian 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics 


Washington,  D.  C. 
February  1942 


FOREWORD 


'    This  is  a  selected  .list  of  references  on  the  distribution 
of  farm  income  by. income  groups.    Although  it  covers  the  years 
1931-1S41,  inclusive,  a  very  few  references  to  publications  of 
an  earlier  date  have  been  included.    As  the  emphasis  throughout 
is  on  the  distribution  of  income  by  size,  or  income  groups,  the 
list  does  not  contain  references  on  the  income  of  the  average 
or  the  individual  farm.   .No  attempt  has  been  made  to  include 
references  to  all  of  the  numerous  farm  business  and  farm,  manage- 
ment reports  which  have  been  issued,  many. in  mimeographed  form. 
A  few  general  references  and  a  few  on  the  distribution  of  urban 
income  are  given  in  a  separate  list  at  the  end  of  the  main  part 
of  the  bibliography,,  j?p»66-73. 

Call  numbers  following  the  citations. are  those  of  the 
U.  S.  Department,  of  Agriculture  Library,  unless  otherwise  noted. 
"Libr.  Cong."  preceding  a  call  number  indicates  that  the  publi- 
cation is  in  the  Library  of  Congress. 

An  author  and  brief  subject  index  is  appended.  ' 


Margaret  T.  Olcott.,  Librarian, 

Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics, 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 


February  1942. 
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1.  Adams,  R.  L.,  and  Wann,  J.  L.      Part-time  farming  for  income.  Calif. 

Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  581,  46pp.    Berkeley,  1934. 

Paper  54,  The  Giannini  Foundation  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Contains  data,  p.  14,  on  distribution  of  gross  value  of  sales 
classified  by  size  groups  for  farms  in  the  northern  and  southern 
area,  and  p.  28,  on  outside  earnings  of  144  part-time  farmers 
by  size  groups  for  the  same  areas. 

2.  Allen,  R.  H. ,  and  others.      Part-time  farming  in  the  Southeast,  by 

R.  H.  Allen,  L.  S.  Cottrell,  jr.,  W.  W.  Troxell,  Harriet  L. 
Herring,  A.  D.  Edwards.    U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div.  Social 
Res.  Res.  Monog.  9,  317pp.     Washington,  D.  C. ,  1937.     173.2  W89Re 
no.  9 

This  study  of  part-time  farming  in  1934  in  the  cotton  textile, 
coal  and  iron,  Atlantic  coast,  lumber  and  naval  stores  subre- 
gion a  of  the  Southeast  includes  information  on  cash  receipts 
from  products  sold  from  the  farm  and  earnings  from  industrial 
employment. 

Table  44,  p.  29,  shows  the  relation  between  cash  receipts 
from  all  products  sold  and  total  cash  farm  expenses  or.  white 
noncommercial  and  negro  part-time  farms,  by  receipt  groups* 

Table  56,  p.  42,  gives  earnings  from  industrial  employment  of 
heads  of  part-time  farm  and  nonf arming  industrial  households,  by 
earnings  groups. 

Table  99,  p.  132,  gives  earnings  from  industrial  employment 
of  heads  of  households  in  the  coal  and  iron  subregion  by  color, 
and  by  earnings  groups*    Table  96,  p.  135,  gives  changes  in 
family  income  from  n  on  farm,  sources  in  the  coal  and  ircr  subre- 
gion,  by  color  and  by  income  groups,  1929-1934. 

Table  106,  p.  160,  gives  earnings  from  industrial  employment 
of  heads  of  white  ncncomrr.ercial  part-tine  farm  and  n  on  faming 
industrial  households  in  the  Atlantic  coast  subregion,  by  earn- 
ings groups.     Table  107,  p.  161,  gives  earnings  from  industrial 
employment  of  heads  of  negro  part-time  farm  and  nonfarming  in- 
dustrial households  in  the  Atlantic  coast  subregion,  by  earnings 
groups.    Tables  114  and  117,  pp.  185,  187,  give  similar  informa- 
tion for  the  lumber  subregion. 

Appendix  Table  25,  p.  257,  shows  the  relrtion  between  cash 
rec.eipts  from  all  products  sold  and  total  cash  farm  expenses  on 
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white  noncommercial  and  negro  part-time  farms,  "by  subregions 
and  "by  size  of  cash  receipts. 

Appendix  Table  34,  p.  265,  shows  'earnings  from  industrial  em- 
ployment of  heads  of  part-time  farm  and  nonf arming  industrial 
households,  by  type  of  farm,  by  color  and  by  subregions,  classi- 
fied by  size  of  earnings. 

3.  Anderson,  W.  A.      Farm  family  living  among  white  owner  and  tenant 

operators  in  Wake  county,  1926.    N.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  -Sta,  Bui.  269, 
101pp.    Raleigh,  1929. 

Hi  is  is  a  study  of  594  families,  14.7  per  cent  of  the  total 
white  farm  families  of  Wake  County.     The  incomes  of  the  farm 
families  are  discussed  on  pp.  24-34.     Table  15,  p.  25,  shows  the 
distribution  of  gross  cash  income  by  groups  among  white  owner 
and  tenant  farmers.     Table  16,  p.  26,  shows  the  cumulative  dis- 
tribution of  gross  cash  incomes  among  white  owner  and  tenant 
farmers.    Many  of  the  other  tables  in  the  bulletin  show  distri- 
bution of  family  living  by  size  of  income. 

4.  Aull,  G-.  E.     '  Some  economic  characteristics  of  owner-operated  farms 

in  South  Carolina.     S.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  316,  31pp. 
Clemson  College,  1938. 

Farm  income,  pp.  25-30.     Table  19,  p.  26,  shows  farm  income 
on  512  white-owner  and  162  negro-owner  operated  farms  in  8  repre- 
sentative counties  in  South  Carolina,  1933,  by  amount  of  farm 
income . 

5.  Baker,  Oliver  Edv/in.       The  outlook  for  rural  youth.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr. 

Ext.  Serv.  Cir.  203,  25pp.,  processed.    Washington,  D.  C,  Aug. 
1934.     1.9  Ex892Esc  no.  203 

"Address  made  before  the  State  Leaders'  Conference,  National 
4-H  Club  Camp,  Washington,  D.  C,  June  14  and  15,  1934." 

Includes  a  bar  graph,  opposite  p.  10,  which  shows  the  esti- 
mated value  of  products  sold  from  farms,  classified  into  value 
of  products  groups,  1929.     This  graph  also  shows  value  of  products 
consumed  on  the  farm. 

6.  Bankert,  Zetta  E.      The  form  family  standard  of  living  in  Codington 

county,   South  Dakota.    U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  S.  Dak.  Standard 
of  Living  Studies,  Bui.  1,  33pp.,  processed.    Brookings,  1936. 
284.49  So 8  no.  1 

Selected  bibliography,  p.  33. 

"Cooperating  Agencies:   Social  Research  Division,  W.  P.  A., 
The  South  Dakota  Works  Progress  Administration,  Division  of  Earn 
Population  and  Rural  Life,  U.  S.  D.  A.,  Rural  Sociology  Depart- 
ment, South  Dakota  State  College,  Brookings,  South  Dakota." 

Table  II,  p.  11,  shows  number  of  open  country  farm  operators 
in  four  areas  of  Codington  County,  classified  by  area,  tenure 
status,  and  size  (in  size  groups)  of  labor  cash  income  in  dollars, 
Apr.  1,  1935  to  Apr.  1,  1936.     Table  VI,  p.  18,  shows  open  country 
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farm  operators  in  four  areas  of  Codington  County  classified  "by 
tenure  status  and  size  of  labor  cash  income  in  dollars,  Apr.  1, 
1935  to  Apr.  1,  1936,  as  related  to  various  factors  such  as  type 
of  farm,  size  of  farn,  value  of  farm  and  "buildings,  cash  farm 
expenditures  and  combination  expenditures  in  dollars,  adult  weeks 
in  the  household,  ago  of  head  of  family,  changes  in  residence, 
and  area.    Chart  II,  p.  19,  shows  percentages  of  open  country 
farn  families  with  net  cash  incomes  "below  or  above  $500,  "by  tenure 
status  and  type  of  farm  operated,  for  the  period  under  study. 
Table  VII,  p.  25,  shows  open  country  farm  operators  in  four  areas 
of  Codington  County,  classified  "by  labor  cash  income  and  presence 
of  various  conveniences,  Apr.  1,  1935  to  Apr.  1,  1936. 

7.  Beall,  Thelma.      Farm  family  living  costs.    18pp.,  processed. 

.  Columbus,  Ohio  State  university,  Extension  service,  Sept.  1933. 
Off.  Expt.  Stas.  Libr. 

Based  on  farm  home  account  books  of  79  farm  families  for  the 
year  1932.    A  table  on  p.  1  shows  number  of  families,  average 
size  of  family,  average  total  and  average  cash  expenditures,  and 
average  value  of  farm  goods  furnished,  by  cash  expenditures 
grouping. 

Similar  reports,  issued  for  1933  and  1934,  were  not  available 
for  examination. 

8.  Beers,  Howard  W.      Income,  savings,  and  work  of  boys  and  girls  on  farms 

in  New  York,  1930.     N.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  550, 
36pp.     Ithaca,  1933. 

"The  present  sample  includes  schedules  from  691  farm  boys  and 
.  542  farm  girls  living  in  43  counties  of  New  York...  The  children 
were  between  the  ages  of  10  and  20  years,  inclusive,  and  '.^ere  in 
school  at  the  time  of  the  survey.  " 

Contains  sections  on  amounts  of  income  for  one  year,  the  sav- 
ings of  boys  and  girls,  and  junior  extension,  which  give  data 
classified  by  income  groups.     Tables  show  percentage  distribution, 
by  age  and  by  size  of  money  income  for  boys  and  girls  in  1930; 
percentage  distribution,  by  type  of  income  and  amounts  received 
of  each  type  for  the  691  farm  boys;  relation  of  type  of  income 
to  relative  size  of  income  for  the  boys;  relation  of  savings  to 
income  (given  by  size  groups)  for  the  boys  and  girls;  and  profits 
from  4-H  Club  projects  (classified  by  size  of  profits). 

9.  Berg,  H.  A.,  Kay,  C.  0.,  and  Doneth,  J.  C.       State  summary  of  "annual 

farm  success  factor  reports"  on  1,346  Michigan  farms  -  1939. 
Mich.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Quart.  Bui.  23(2):  74-84.    Nov.  1940. 

Report  of  an  extension  project  in  farm  accounting  in  77  coun- 
ties. 

Table  2,  p.  79,  shows  the  percentage  distribution  of  labor 
incomes,  by  years,  1929-1939,  and  the  percentage  of  farms  in 
each  income  group. 

The  distribution  of  labor  incomes,  1939,   is  shown  in  a  chart 
on  p.  80. 
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The  1938  summary  was  published  in  the  Quart.  Bui.  22(3): 
175-186.    Feb.  1940. 

The  1937  summary  was  published  in  the  Quart.  Bui.  21 (3): 
215-225.  Feb.  1939.     The  1936  report,  This  Business  of  Farming 
in  Michigan  -  1936,  "by  C.  0.  May  and  H.  A.  Berg  was  published 
as  Mich.  State  Col.  Ext.  Div.  Ext.  Bui.  189. 

10%    Bierly,  Ivan  R.      Orange  county  dairy  farm  management  survey,  1939-40* 
N.  Y.  (Cornell)  State  Col..  Agr.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  and  Farm  Mangt* 
A.  E.  342,  22c43pp.,  processed.     Ithaca,  Mar.  1941.    281.9  C81 
■  no.  342 

This  is  a  preliminary  report  on  a  farm  management  survey  of 
114  dairy  farms  made  in  the  area  between  Midclletown  andv  Port 
..    'Jervis  in  Orange  County  for  the,  year  ended  Apr.  30,  1940.  The 
survey  was  made  in  cooperation  with  the  Orange  County  Earn 
Bureau. 

'Farm  incomes,  pp.  6-12.    A  chart  on  p.  11  shows  the  distribu- 
tion of  labor  incomes  of  the  farms. 

Similar  studies,  also  published  in  1941,  were  made  by  Mr. 
Bierly  for  Cayuga  County  (A.  E.  343),  Chenango  County  (A.  E.  345), 
Cattaraugus  County  (A.  E.  346),  and  St.  Lawrence  County  (A.  E. 
348). 

11.  Black,  John  D. ,  and  Boddy,  Nora.      The  agricultural  situation,  March 

1940.    Rev.  Econ.   Statis.  22(2):  53-73.     May  1940.   '251.8  F.32 

Low-income  groups,  pp.  69-70.     Figures  on.  distribution  of 
non-relief  families  by  income  groups  are  from  the  National  Re- 
sources Committee's  Consumer  Incomes  in  the  United  States. 

12.  Blalock,  H.  W.      Plantation  operations  of  landlords  and  tenants  in 

Arkansas.    Ark.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  339,  45pp.  Fayetteville, 
1937. 

Contains  discussion  of  landlord's  cash  income,  effect  of  lo- 
cation on  income,  distribution  of  wage-hand  and  tenant  incomes, 
cash  settlement  of  tenants,  and  production  of  food  for  home  use. 
Tables  in  these  sections  show  net  cash  gain  or  loss  of  planta- 
tions in  the  Arkansas  River  Basin,  1934  and  1929,  by  size  groups; 
variation  in  amount  of  income  of  wage  hands,   share  croppers 
and  other  tenants,  1934,  by  income  groups  (this  is  a  set  of  three 
graphs);  distribution  of  xvorker's  total  net  income  by  tenant  sta- 
tus, by  income  groups;  and  distribution  of  ca.sh  after  settling 
accounts  and  value  of  home-grown  produce,  by  tenant  status  and 
groups  of  amounts,  1934.     Table  7  in  the  Appendix  shows  number 
and  percent  of  plantations  in  the  Arkansas  River  Valley  by  size 
groups  of  gross  income  for  1934  and  1929. 

13.  Blanch,  George  T.      A  study  of  farm  organization  by  types  of  farms 

in  Uinta  Basin,  Utah.    Utah.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  285,  91pp. 
Logan,  1939. 

"The  Uinta  Basin  comprising  the  counties  of  Duchesne  and 
Uintah  is  located  in  northeastern  Utah." 
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Factors  Affecting  the  Financial  Success  of  Farms,  pp.  64-83, 
contains  data  on  variation  in  labor  income  by  size  classos  on 
different  types  of  farms,  1935:  general  farms  (table  61),  dairy 
farms  (table  65),  mixed  livestock  ranches  (table  69),  ranches 
having  given  combina.tion  of  livestock  enterprises  (table  70), 
beef  ranches  (table  71),  sheep  ranches  (table  77),  and  part-time 
farms  (table  84). 

14.  Bondurant,  John  H. ,  and  Tharp,  Max  M.      Variations  in  farm  income  and 

family  living  in  Robertson  county.    Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui*  405, 
pp.  305-331.    Lexington,  1940. 

Discusses  distribution  of  labor  income  among  farm  operators, 
pp.  314-315. 

15.  Boonstra,  C.  A.,  and  Jackson,  Hilliard.      Part-time  farming  in  a  rural- 

industrial  area  of  Louisiana.    La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  333, 
18pp.     State  College,  1941. 

This  study  is  limited  to  the  farm  activities  of  64  workers  em- 
ployed at  a  paper  mill  in  Bogalusa. 

Earn  earnings  and  expenses,  pp.  12-14. 

Table  11,  p.  15,  shows  cash  receipts,  as  related  to  return  for 
operators'  labor,  1939. 

16.  Bowden,  Vitt.      Three  decades  of  farm  labor.    43pp.    Washington,  D.  C, 

U.  S.  Dept.  of  labor,  Bur.  of  labor  statistics,  1939.  (Serial 
no.  R.  976)    158.61  T41 

"From  the  Monthly  Labor  Review. . .June,  July,  and  .August 
1939  issues. » 

Wages  and  income  of  farm  workers,  1909  to  1938,  pp.  18-30. 
A  chart  on  p.  24,  taken  from  the  National  Resources  Committee's 
study  of  Consumer  Incomes,  shows  the  levels  of  family  income  of 
farm  operators,  1935/36,  for  the  United  States,  the  South,  south- 
ern white  sharecroppers,  and  southern  negro  sharecroppers. 
Chart  6,  p.  29,  taken  from  Migratory  Labor  in  California-  issued 
by  the  State  Relief  Administration  of  California,  shows  the 
family  earnings  of  hired  farm  workers  in  California,  1935  -  per- 
centage distribution  of  428  relief  applicants  employed  six 
months  or  more  -  by  earnings  groups. 

17.  Bratton,  C.  A.      Farm  management  survey,  149  vegetable  farms,  Capital 

district,  1937.    II.  Y.  (Cornell)  State  Col.  Agr.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ. 
and  Farm  Mangt.  A.  E.  241,  41pp.,  processed.     Ithaca,  1939. 
281.9  C81  no.  241 

"ITcw  York  State  College  of  Agriculture,  Department  of  Agri- 
cultural Economics  and  Farm.  Management  cooper-. ting  with  the 
Albany,  Saratoga,  and  Schenectady  County  extension  services." 

A  section,  Variation  in  Incomes,  p.  26,  contains  a  table 
showing  number  and  percent  of  the  farms  under  study  falling  in 
various  labor  income  groups. 
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18.  Bririton,  Grace.      A  study  of  certain  cash  expenditures  of  Ohio  farm 

families.    Ohio.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  474,  51pp.    Wooster,  1931. 

Bibliography,  pp.  50-51. 
1  "Income  for  this  study  was  defined  as  the  difference  between 
farm  cash  receipts  and  farm  expenses,  plus  the  net  cash  receipts 
from  honagricultural  sources,  such  as  wages  or  salaries  from 
professions  or  day  labor  and  returns  from  .investments.     It  is 
the  amount  of  cash  which  the  farm  family  has  available  for  the 
purpose  of  family  or  household  expenditures  during  the  year.  " 

The  report  includes  sections  on  income,  the  relationship  be- 
tween source  of  income  and  distribution  of  total  expenditures, 
the  relation  between  size  of  income  and  number  spending  in  ex- 
cess of  income,  and  the  relation  between  income  and  expenditures. 
These  contain  tables  showing  cash  income  groups  and  number  of 
owner  and  tenant  farmers  in  each,  age  of  farm  operators  within 
certain  income  groups,-  families  spending  in  excess  of  income 
within  cash  income  groups,  household  expenditures  by  class  of 
expenditure  and  cash  income  groups,  percentage  distribution  of 
household  expenditures  by  class  of  expenditure  and  income  groups. 
Other  sections  of  the  report  give  expenditures  for  fuel,  house- 
hold services,  household  supplies,  personal  services,  personal 
supplies,  expenditures  for  automobile,  contributions  and  gifts, 
expenditures  for  education,  recreation,  miscellaneous,  furnish- 
ings, all  by  household  expenditure  groups. 

19.  Brit ton,  Virginia.      Food  consumption  of  538  farm  and  299  village 

families  in  Vermont.    Vt.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  474,  46pp. 
Burlington,  1941. 

Literature  cited,  p.  46. 

"This  bulletin  is  based  on  data  collected  in  1936  as  a  part 
of  the  Study  of  Consumer  Purchases... 

"The  538  farm  families,  most  of  them  operating  dairy  farms, 
lived  in  Chittenden  and  Franklin  counties,  and  the  299  village 
families,  in  Bristol,  Essex  Junction,  llorthfield,  Pdchford, 
Swan ton,  and  Waterbury,  all  in  the  northwestern  section  of  the 
State. . . 

"Only  village  families  with  cash  incomes  below  $5,000  and  only 
,    farm  families  with  net  incomes  of  $0  to  $3,000,  none  of  whom  had 
received  relief  in  money,  goods,  or  work,  or  we're  retired,  were 
included,  families  being  limited  to  those  of  five  types  of  compo- 
sition." -  p.  3.     Statistics  of  expenditures  are-  given  for  dif- 
ferent income  levels. 

20.  Britton,  Virginia.     •  Housing  of  299  Vermont  village  families.  Vt. 

Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  469,  52pp.    Burlington,  1940. 

This  study  of  the  housing  of  299  families  in  the  Vermont  vil- 
lages of  Bristol,  Essex  Junction,  Nbrthfield,  Richford,  Swanton 
and  Water bury,  was  "made  with  special  reference  to  the  relation 
of  type  of  living  quarters,   facilities,  equipment,  tenure,  and 
housing,  household  operation,  equipment  and  total  home  expenses 
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to  the  important  variables  of  income,  fanily  typo,  occupation, 
education,  age  and  tenure."    Data  were  obtained  from  the  Study 
of  Consumer  Purchases  made  during  1936.    Many  of  the  statistics 
are  classified  "by  income  levels. 

21.  Britton,  Virginia.      Housing  of  538  Vermont  farm  families.    Vt.  Agr. 

Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  470,  39pp.    Burlington,  1941. 

This  study  of  '538  farm  families  in  Chittenden  and  Franklin 
Counties  is  similar  in  scope  to  the  study  of  the  housing  of  299 
Vermont  village  families,  noted  above. 

22.  Butz,  E.  L.,  and  Robertson,  Lynn.      Effects  of  changing  economic 

conditions  on  farming  in  a  good  community  in  central  Indiana. 
Ind.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  397,  28pp.    Lafayette,  1935. 

"Recdrds  were  obtained  by  survey  from  100  typical  farms  in 
Forest  and  Johnson  Tovrnships,  Clinton  County,  Indiana,  for  the 
farm  business  year  beginning  March  1,  1932.     These  records  in- 
cluded (a)  farm  organization  and  financial  transactions,  (b) 
items  of  family  living  obtained  from  the  farm,  (c)  mortgage  credit 
used,  and  (d)  number  and  age  of  persons  living  on  the  farm. " 

Variations  in  Income,  p.  5,  contains  a  bar  graph  showing 
numbers  of  farmers  having  fa.rm  incomes  in  different  sizo  groups, 
1913,  1918,  and  1932,  and  Effect  of  Size  of  Farm  on  Income,  pp. 
.  19-21,  contains  a  graph  showing  relation  of  size  of  farm  to  labor 
income,  pre-war  period,  war  period  and  1932. 

23.  Canon,  Helen.      The  family  finances  of  195  farm  families  in  Tompkins 

county,  New  York,  1927-28.    N.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui. 
522,  84pp.     Ithaca,  1931. 

Also  Thesis  (Ph.  D. )  -  Cornell  University. 

Contains  155  statistical  tables,  da.ta  in  many  of  which  are 
given  by  cash  receipts  groups. 

24.  Carncross,  John  W. ,  and  Waller,  Allen  G.      The  economic  situation  fac- 

ing New  Jersey  vegetable  growers.    N.  J.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui. 
650,  59pp.    New  Brunswick,  1939. 

Size  of  truck  farms  and  relation  to  net  income,  pp.  26-31. 
Table  9,  p.  26,  shows  size  of  truck  farms,  and  value  of  products 
sold  per  farm  (classified  by  value  of  sales),  for  Texas,  Florida, 
California,  New  Jersey,  and  the  United  States.     Table  10,  p.  28, 
shows  size  of  business  as  indicated  by  value  of  products  sold 
per  farm  -  specialized  truck  farms  in  Gloucester,  Cumberland, 
Salen,  Burlington,  Atlantic,  Camden,  Cape  May  Counties,  and 
total,  classified  by  value  of  sales.     Data  a.re  from  the  U.  S. 
Census  of  Agriculture. 

25.  Carncross,  John  V/.,  Waller,  Allen  G. ,  and  Wheeler,  Richard  G.  Farm 

management  problems  and  adjustments  in  producing  lira,  beans  and 
peas  for  quick  freezing,  Cumberland  county,  New  Jersey:  a  pre- 
liminary report.     Rutgers  Univ.  N.  J.  State  Agr.  Col.  Dept.  Agr. 
Econ.  A.  E.  55,  54pp.,  processed.    JTe_w. Brunswick..  1941.     231. 9  R93 

"In  cooperation  with  United- ^States  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics," 
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Includes  data  on •  distribution  of  gross  receipts  "by  size 
classes  for  35  Cumberland  County  farms  '(p.  3),  and  distribution 
of  the  farns  "by  labor  incone  groups  (p.  9). 

26.  Carncross,  John  W.      What  can  wo  learn '  from  individual  farm  "business 

records  on  Hew  Jersey  vegetable  farms.   "Rutgers  Univ.  Hi  J. 
State  Agr.  Col.  Dept.  Agr.  Scon.  A.  E.  52,  14pp.,  processed. 
Hew  Brunswick,.  1941.    281.9  R93 

"Extension  Service,  Hew  Jersey  State  Collage  of  Agriculture 
and  Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  Rutgers  University,  Hew 
Brunswick,  lh  J.1'- 

Mention  is  made,  p.  3,  of  farmers  having  plus  and  minus  labor 
incomes  and  labor  incomes  over  and  -under  $1000. 

27.  Case,  E.  C.  11,,.  and  Lee,  J.  K.      Summary  of  the  use  of  farmers1  in- 

come.    111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  AE-638,  17pp., 
processed.    Urbana,  1937. 

"This  report  is  prepared  primarily  for  the  information  of 
140  farmers  who  cooperated  in  the  stud;/.     The  purpose  of  the 
study  was  to  determine  the  amount  and  use  of  the  farm  income. 
The  farmers  who  cooperated. . .had  kept  records  of  their  farm 
i  •  business  in  the  Illinois  farm  account  book  for  ten  consectxtive 

years,  covering  the  period  from  1925  to  1935.    In  addition  to 
the  information  obtained  in  the  account  book,  they  gave  to  the 
best  of  their  ability  an  estimate  of  the  net  cash  farm  income. •• 

"The  records  were  divided  on  the : basis  of -the  cash  farm  in-' 
come  above  farm  expenses  into  five  income  groups." 

28.  Clark,  Harold  Elorean,  and  others.      Life  earnings  in  selected  occu- 

pations in  the  United  States.     408pp.     How  York  and  London, 
Harper  &  bros.,  1937.    283  C54 

"With  the  assistance  of  Mervyr  Crobaugh. .  .Wilbur  I.  G-ooch... 
Byrne  J.  Ho rt on.  •  .Rosemary  Harris  Kutak."-- 

A  few  selected  references,  pp.  403-405. 

Ch.  XVIII,  Life  Earnings  in  Farming,  pp..  122-130,  contains  a 
table  showing  distribution  of  farm  income  (by  size  classes)  in 
percent  for  reporting  farms,  1922-1934. 

29.  Clayton,  C.  E. ,  and  Peet,  L.  J.      Land  utilization  as  a  basis  of  rural 

economic  organization.    Based  on  a  study  of  land  utilization  and 
related  problems  in  13  hill  towns  of  Vermont.    Vt.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  Bui.  357,  144pp..,  15  plates.    Burlington,  1933. 
Literature  cited,'  *>•  144. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  cf  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics, U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture  and  the  Vermont  Forest 
Service.  •  ■/.'  ' 

Value  of  family  living,  pp.  120-121.     The  value  of  family  liv- 
ing, by  gross  cash  income  groups,  151  farm  families,  1928/29,  is 
summarized  in  table  47,  p*  120. 


-  9  - 


30.  Clayton,  C.  F. ,  and  Nicholls,  V/.  D.      Land  utilization  in  Laurol 

county,  Ky.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Tech.  Bui.  239,  100pp.  Lexington, 
1932.    1  Ag84Tc  no.  289 

Literature  cited,  pp.  99-100. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  Kentucky  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station. 

"The  farm-business  and  family-living  summaries  contained  in 
this  bulletin  are  based  on  records  of  203  farms,'  of  which  83 
were  in  the  south  area  and  120  were  ir  the  north  area.  Farm- 
business  recor.ls  were  obtained  from  212  farms  and  family-living 
records  from  227  farms.     The  farm-business  and  family-living 
records  were  for  identical  farms  in  205  cases. "  -  p.  10. 

Table  35,  p.  68,  shows  the  number  and  percentage  of  families 
in  each  cost-of-living  group,  by  areas,  203  families,  1927. 

31.  Connor,  Mabel  L.      Farm  business  summary  of  sixty-four  farms  in 

Nevada  for  1939.     Nev.  Univ.  Agr.  Expt.   Sta.  and  Agr.  Ext.  Serv. 
Farm  Mangt.  Bui.  1(2):  1-7,  processed.    Eeno,  Aug.  1940. 

Table  4,  p.  4,  shows  the  relation  between  type  of  farm,  net 
farm  income  and  operator's  labor  and  management  wage.    The  range 
of  income,  and  the  average,  are  given. 

32.  Creek,  Charles  R.      Farm  business  analysis  of  114  poultry  farms  in 

eastern  Massachusetts,  1937.  36pp.,  processed.  Amherst,  Massa- 
chusetts State  collego,  Extension  service,  1938.     275.29  M381Far 

"Agricultural  Experiment  Station  and  Extension  Service  co- 
operating. " 

Figure  3  (a  bar  graph)  shows  labor  income  by  types  of  forms; 
figure  6,  distribution  of  labor  income  on  71  wholesale  egg  farms; 
table  20,  relation  of  cash  receipts  (by  size  groups)  on  whole-  * 
sale  farms  to  net  cash  earnings,  labor  income  and  investment; 
figure  7,  distribution  of  labor  income  on  34  retail  egg  farms; 
table  27,  relation  of  cash  receipts  (by  size  groups)  on  retail 
farms  to  net  cash  earnings,  labor  income  and  investment. 

A  6-page  summary  of  this  report  was  issued  in  processed  form. 
275.29  M381Far 

33.  Cunningham,  L.  C.      Farm  management  survey,  Eerkir.er  county,  1935-1936. 

N.  Y.  (Cornell)  State  Col.  Agr.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  and  Farm  Mangt. 
A.  E.  142,  22zZ3pv»,  processed.     Ithaca,  Nov.  1936.     281.9  C81 
no.  142 

A  farm  management  survey  of  128  farms  made  in  cooperation 
with  the  Herkimer  County  Farm  Bureau. 

Incomes,  pp.  5-10.     Variations  in  labor  incomes  are  shown  in 
table  8,  o.  lb. 

r 

34.  Curtiss,  V.  M.      Farm'  management  survey,  Schoharie  county,  1935-36. 

II.  Y.   (Cornell)  State  Col.  Agr.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  and  Farm  Mangt. 
A.  E.  144,  25c3]pp.,  processed.     Ithaca,  Nov.  1936.  '  281.9  C81 
no,  144 
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•  Report  of  a  farm-  management  survey  of  146  farns  made  in  co- 
operation with  the  Schoharie  County  Farm  Bureau. 

Incomes,  pp.  5-12.    Table  9,  p.  11,  shows  the  variation  in 
labor  income  on  127  dairy;  farns. 

35.  Curt is s,  W.  M.      fern  management  survey,  Walworth,  Wayne  county, 

1934-35.    lh  Y.  (Cornell)  State  Col.  Agr.'  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  and 
Farm  Mangt.  A3  130,  26c33pt). ,  processed.     Ithaca,  Apr.  1936. 
231*9  C3i  no.  130 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Wayne  County  Farm  Bureau. 

This  is  a  report  of  a  farm  management  survey  of  92  farms. 

Variations  in  labor  incomes  are  shown  in  the  text  and  in  a 
chatt  on  pp.  13-14. 

36.  Daniel  son,  H.  P..,  arid  Kifer,  P.  S.      Jam  reorganization  and  manage- 

ment  in  east  central  iforth;  Dakota.    IT,  Dak.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta# 
Bui,  273,  95pp.     Fargo,  1933. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau,  of  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics, U.  S.  Dept.  of  ~. gr xculture. 

"The  farms  were  located  roughly  in  four  groups.    One  in  the 
southern  part  of  Grand  Forks  County,  another  in  southern  Nelson 
County,  one  in  northwestern  Steele  County  and  one  group  in 
northern  Barnes  County. " 

The  section  discussing  farm  earnings  f rem  19 30  to  1932,  con- 
tains "bar  graphs,  p.  26,  showing  variations  in  not  cash  income. 
.   and  farm  income  on  36  ITorth  Dakota  farr.s  in  1932. 

37.  Daugherty,  M.  M.      Part-time,  farming  in  TTov  Castle  county,  Delaware. 

Del.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  199,  '24pp.    ITowark,  1936. 

The  data  from  which  this  "information  was  obtained  were  se- 
cured by  visiting  120  part-tine  farmers  in  northern  Hew  Castle 
County  in  January  and  February  of  1934.     Only  farms  were  visited 
which  were  obviously  operated  by  people  of  the  lower  income 
groups,  and  whose  agricultural  activities  played  an  important 
part  in  their  success  of  living  in  the  country. "    Tables  show 
amount  raised  in  relation  to  being  reared  or.  farm,  the  value 
of  the  products  raised  being  classified  by  size  groups,  the  re- 
lation between  family  income  (by  size  groups)  .and  advantages  of 
living  on  part-time  farm,  relation  between  total  money  income 
(by  size  groups)  one.  value  of  property  owned,  and  relation  be- 
tween income  of  head  of  family  (in  sire  groups)  and  hew  fared 
during  the  depression. 

38.  Davidson,  Dwight  M. ,  jr.,  and  Hummel,  3.  L.       Standards  of  living  in 

six  Virginia  counties.    U.  S.  Dent.  Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin* 
Social  Pes.  Rpt.  15,  116pp.,  processed.    Washington,  D.  C., 
Mar.  1940.    1.95  Sol  no.  15 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics, Work  Projects  Administration,  and  Virginia  Polytechnic 
Institute. 
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This  is  a  study  of  levels  of  living  and  consumption  behavior 
in  Wythe,  Rockbridge,  Culpeper,  Prince  Edward,  Halifax,  and 
Nansemond  Counties.     Information  was  obtained  from  1730  farm 
families  and  761  urban  families.     "The  principal  index  used  was 
the  total  value  of  goods  and  services  consumed  for  family-living 
purposes. " 

Table  7,  p.  17,  gives  the  distribution  of  families  studied, 
by  total  value  of  family  living,  residence,  and  tenure,  1935, 
classified  by  si-ze  of  total  value  of  family  living. 

Some  of  the  other  tables,  and  a  chart  on  p.  34,  contain  informa- 
tion, classified  by  size  of  value  of  family  living. 

39.  Davis,  I.  'G. ,  and  Salter,  L.  A.,  jr.      Part-time  farming  in  Connecti- 

cut; a  preliminary  survey.     Conn.  (Storrs)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui, 
201,  47pp.     Storrs-,  1935. 
Bibliography,  p.  43. 

Table  9  gives  average  size  of  families  by  value  of  farm  products 
raised  (classified  by  size  groups)  and  table  14  shows  frequency 
distribution  of  family  receipts  from  outside  labor  for  123  resi- 
dence and  115  semi-commercial  part-time  farms. 

40.  Dennis,  ¥•  V.      Organizations  affecting  farm  youth  in  Locust  township, 

Columbia  county.    Pa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  '265,  43pp.  State 
College,  1931. 

Contains  a  section  entitled:   Income  from  Total  Sales  and  Social 
Contacts,  pp.  30-34,  and  another  entitled:  Social  Contacts  and 
Ownership  of  Automobile  or  Truck,  pp.  34-36.     These  give  figures 
on  social  contacts  and  ownership  of  automobile  or  truck  for  each 
group  having  specified  incomes  from  total  sales,  classified  by  size, 

41.  DeVault,  S.  H. ,  and  Hurley,  Ray.      Organization  and  management  of  Mary- 

land farms,  Piedmont  Plateau  region.    Md.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bul# 
337,  pp.  155-212.     College  Park,  1932. 

"This  report  presents  the  results  of  a  farm  management  study 
of  farms  in  the  Piedmont  Plateau  region  of  Maryland  for  the  years 
1928,  1929  and  1930  ." 

Gives  data  on  farms  classified  according  to  labor  incomes  for 
each  of  the  years  studied  and  the  3-year  average  (p.  167),  dis- 
tribution' of  labor  incomes  on  all  farms  for  the  three-year  aver- 
a.ge  (a  bar  graph,  p.  168),  sources  of  farm  receipts  on  all  farms, 
3-year  average  (a  bar  graph,  p.  171),  and  distribution  (by  size 
classes)  of  labor  incomes  on  dairy  and  on  all  other  farms,  3-year 
average  (p.  175) . 

.  *  * 

42.  Dickey,  J.  A.      Three-year  study  of  farm  management  and  incomes  in  a 

typical  upland  section  of  Arkansas.    Ark.  Agr.  Expt*  Sta.  Bul» 
262,  58pp.     Fayetteville,  1931. 

"The  field  records  were  taken  in  farming  communities  in  the 
east-central  and  west-central  districts  of  Faulkner  county  for  3 
successive  years,  1924,  1925,  and  1926.     For  the  first  year,  the 
area  covered  was  more  extensive,  including  farms  in  four  other 
counties  having  similar  soil  types  and  systems  of  farming...  For 
the  other  years  the  study  was  confined  to  Faulkner  county. l»- 
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A  graph  shows  distribution  of  operator's  earnings  by  specified 
•     size  groups';  table-  6  shows  number  and  percent  of  farms  within 
specified  groups  of  operator  earnings;  figure  3  (a  bar  graph) 
shows  relation  of  si^-ze  of  farm  to  receipts  per  acre  and  total 
receipts  per  farm;  figure  4  (a  bar  graph)  shows  operator's 
earnings  by  size  groups  and  their  relation  to  size  of  farm. 
All  data  are  for  the  years  1924,  1925  and  1926.    Table  32  gives 
farms  arranged  according  to  receipts  per  $100  worth  of  labor 
and  number  of  work  units  per  man,  1926. 

•A  note  on' p. '10  states  that  "'operator's  earnings'  is  identi- 
cal with  the  item  commonly  referred  to  as  'labor  income.'" 

43.  Dickins,  Dorothy/  "    Clothing  and  house  linen  expenditures  of  99  rural 

■families  of  Mississippi  during  1928-29.    Miss.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bui.  294,  39pp.     State  College,  1931. 
References,  p.  39. 

The  families  studied  were  located  in  Clarke,  Yazoo,  Leake, 
Uoxubee,  Amite,  Lamar,  Simpson,  Sunflower,  Marshall,  and  Alcorn 
Counties. 

A  number  of  the  tables  given  show  expenditures  by  total  value 
of  family  living  groups. 

44.  Dickins,  Dorothy.      Family  living  on' poorer  and  better  soil.  Miss. 

Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  320,  46pp.     State  College,  1937. 

"This  study  includes  250  farm  families  living  on  land  in 
Noxubee,  Oktibbeha,  and  Winston  Counties,  Mississippi,  designated 
by  the  Land  Policy  Section  of  the  A.  A.  A.  as  submarginal  (poor 
soil)  and  250  farm  families  living  on  land  in  the  same  counties 
designated  by  this  section  as  suitable  for  resettlement  (better 
soil).     One-half  of  the  group  on  each  soil  area,  were  white 
families  and  one-half  were  negro  families,-"-    Contains  sections 
on  Cash  Income,  pp." 7-10,  and  Cash  Expenditures,  pp.  10-12. 
A  table  on  p.  8  shows  percentage  distribution  of  white  and  negro 
families  on  poorer  and  better  soil' according  to  total  cash  in- 
come, and  a  table  on  p.  13  shows  white  and  negro  families  on 
poorer  and  better  soil  classified  by  cash  receipts  and  cash  ex- 
penditures, 1934,  both  classified  by  size.    Cash  income  "in  this 
study  is  defined  as  total  cash  realized  from  the  sale  of  all  the 
■  farm  products  produced  plus  the  cash  income  received  from  other 
sources  than  the  farm. " 

45.  Dickins,  Dorothy.      Owner  farm  families  in  poor  agricultural  areas 

and  cropper  farm  families  in  rich  agricultural  areas.  Miss.  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  359,  19pp.     State  College,  1941. 

"The  data  of  this  study  were  drawn  from  two  other  studies  and 
include  information  concerning  incomes  and  expenditures  of  83 
white  farm  owner  families  residing  in  poor  agricultural  areas 
of  Mississippi  c Attala,  Clarke,  Forrest,  Itawamba,  and  Lauderdale 
counties^,  and  111  white  sharecropper  families  residing  in  the 
Yazoo-Mississippi  Delta  cBolivar,  Leflore,  Sunflower  and  Wash- 
ington counties^ •    All  were  young  farm  families  with  wife  17-35 
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years  of  agei  In  all  tho  husband  and  wife  had  been  married  at 
least  one  year 4  None  had  received  relief  in  cash  or  kind  dur- 
ing the  report  year."  -  Summary  and  conclusions. 

Income  level  of  owner  and  cropper  fanilies,  pp.  6-8.  Value 
of  family  living,  pp.  10-15.     The  percentage  distribution  of 
owner  and  croppor  families  by  income  and  by  total  value  of 
family  living  is  shown  in  tables  and  graphs.    Other  information 
is  also  given  by  income  groups. 

46.  Draper,. C.  R.      a  study  of  people  and  conditions  in  a  low-income 

farming  area  of  southern  Lewis  county,  West  Virginia.  20pp,, 
processed.    Upper  Darby,  Pa.,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture,  Bur, 
of  agricultural  economics,  July  1941.    1,941  R4St9 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  Lewis  County  Land  Use  Planning 
Committee. 

The  major  part  of  the  data  in  this  study  of  63  farms  is  for 
the  calendar  year  1940. 

Table  2,  p.  11,  shows  the  distribution  of  gross  incomes  for 
12  months  preceding  the  survey,  according  to  income  type. 

47.  Duncan,  0.  D.      A  summary  of  family  living  expenditures  on  562  Okla- 

homa farms  in  the  north  central  wheat  area  in  1932-33.  Okla, 
Agr,  Expt.  Sta.  Current  Farm  Econ.  7(1):  8-11.  Stillwater, 
Eeb.  1934. 

Accompanied  by  a  table  which  shows  the  average  cash  expendi- 
tures for  family  living  by  different  income  groups  for  various 
items  of  the  living  budgets  of  the  562  families,  and  by  a  chart 
which  shows  the  percentage  distribution  of  family  living  expendi- 
tures by  spendable  income. 

48.  Eastman,  M.  Gale.      An  economic  study  of  dairy  farming  in  Grafton 

county,  New  Hampshire,  1930.     N.  H.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  260, 
102pp.    Durham,  1931. 

"The  records  were  taken  between  the  middle  of  April  and  the 
first  of  July,  1930.     They  included  the  farm  business  for  the 
year  beginning  April  1,  1929,  -and  ending  March  31,  1930.  Four 
hundred  and  fourteen  records  were  obtained  for  as  many  farms 
distributed  through  fifteen  towns  in  Grafton  County  and  one 
adjacent  town  in  Coos  County." 

The  distribution  of  labor  incomes  by  size  classes  is  given, 
p»  44,  the  relation  of  total  receipts  (by  size  groups)  to  labor 
income,  p.  53,  and  variations  in  estimates  of  the  value  of  their 
time  for  twelve  months  by  413  farm  operators  (wages  given  by 
size  groups),  p.  84. 

49.  Edwards,  A.  D.      Influence  of  drought  and  depression  on  a  rural  com- 

munity; a.  case  study  in  Haskell  county,  Kansas.    U.  S.  Dept. 
Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  7,  116pp.,  processed, 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  Jan.  1939.     1.95  Sol  no,  7 

Issued  in  cooperation- with  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Bibliography,  pp.  112-115. 
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Standards  of  Living,  ch.  IV,  pp.  56-67.    Table  16,  p.  63, 
shows  the  distribution  of  the  average  value  of  fanily  living 
among  the  principal  items  used,  by  size  of  farm,  202  resident 
farm  families ,  Haskell  and:  Seward  Counties,  1936. 

50.  Efferson,  J.  N."     Some  results  of  a  farm  management  survey  in  Rapids, 

Union,  Claiborne  and  DeSoto  parishes,  1938.    La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bui.  317,  16pp.    University,  1940. 

Variations  in  labor  earnings,  118  farms,  1938,  p.  11. 

51.  Fedde,  Margaret,  and  Lindquist,  Ruth*      A  study  of  farm  families  and 

their  standards  of  living'  in-  selected  districts  of  Nebraska, 
1931-1933.    Nebr*  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  78,  39pp.  Lincoln, 
July  1935.  • 

The  findings  in  this  study  are  based  upon  the  home  accounts 
kept  by  100  farn  families  in  Cass,  Fillmore,  and  Buffalo  Coun- 
ties, Nebraska,  during  at  least  one  of  the  years  1931,  1932, 
and  1933  .  •     >  •  • 

The  net  cash  income  from  the  farm' business  of  cooperating 
families,  by  amount  of  net  cash  income,  is  summarized,  in  table ■ 
10,  p.  16. 

52.  Fielder,  V.  '  B. ,  and- LiMstrom,  D.  E.      Land  use 'and  family  'we  If  are 

in  Pope  county.     111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Dept.  Agr.  Econi  RSM-8, 
105pp.,  processed.    Urbana,  1939. 

"In  cooperation  with  the  Division  of  Land  Economics,  Bureau 
of  Agricultural  Economic s^  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture." 

Notes,  p.  27,  that  "45  percent  of  all  farm  families  had  an 
average  gross  income  of  less  than  $600...  A  study  of  records  ob- 
tained from  148  farmers  in  the  Dixon  Springs  Project  Area  for 
the  year  1933  revealed  that  138  families  had  an  average  gross 
income  -of  only  $277.     Twenty-nine  percent  of  the  reporting  fami- 
lies had  an  annual  gross  income  below  $100." 

53.  Fish,  Marion.      Buying1  for  the  household  as  practiced  by  368  farm 

families  in  New  York,  1928-29.    N.  'Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bui.  561,  92pp.     Ithaca,  1933. 

The  families  selected  for  study  were  located  in  Allegany, 
Chautauqua,  Niagara,  and  Yates  Counties. 

The  study  contains  material  on  the  relation  between  operator's 
capital,  farm  income  (classified  in  two  groups,  over  and  under 
•'         $300),  size  of  household,  and  such  factors  as  household,  food 
and  clothing  expenses  (total  and  per  capita). 

54.  Frayser,  Mary  E.      A  study  of  expenditures  for  family  living  by  46 

South  Carolina  rural  families.     S.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  299, 
32pp.     Clemson  College,  1934. 

"The  46  rural  families  studied  were  residents  of  six  agricul- 
tural counties.-    The  counties  listed  with  the  number  of  account 
books  received  from  each  shows  the  geographical  distribution  of 
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the  sample:  Anderson  2,  Calhoun  6,  Cherokee  6,  Clarendon  8, 
Fairfield  11,  Lexington  13." 

Contains  a  section  on  Variations  in  Cash  Incomes  which  shows 
average  cash  income  per  family  from  various  sources  available 
for  family  living,  by  ranges  of  cash  income.    Other  sections  of 
the  report  contain  data  on  total  value  of  family  living  per 
family,  distributed  under  the  various  budget  items,  by  value  of 
living  groups,  and  the  percentage  distribution  of  those;  and  an 
analysis  of  amounts  classified  as  general  expenditures,  by  value 
of  living  groups*    Figure  3  is  a  bar  graph  shov/ing  proportions 
of  total  value  of  family  living  supplied  by  the  farm  and  pur- 
chased, by  family  value  of  living  levels. 

55.  Freeman,  Buth  Crawford,  and  Crouch,  Irene.      Central  region — Illinois 

farm  families— 1940;  208  family  records.     14pp.,  processed. 
Urbana,  University  of  Illinois,  Extension  service  in  agriculture 
and  hone  economics,  1341.    275.29  I162Phee 

Similar  studies  have  boon  prepared  for  the  northern  and  south- 
ern regions,  and  for  individual  counties* 

Most  of  the  data  are  giver  by  "money  value  of  living"  groups, 
and  include  families  of  various  types  in  these  groups,  average 
distribution  of  family  expenditures,  savings  and  interest,  aver- 
age per  person  consumption  of  food  produced  on  the  farm,  and 
average  distribution  of  money  value  of  living* 

56.  Freeman,  Ruth  Crawford,  and  Crouch,  Irene.      Eons  account  summary, 

100  town  family  records.     17pp.,  processed.    Urbana,  University 
of  Illinois,  Extension  service  in  agriculture  and  home  economics 
C1940?]    275. 2S  I162?hce 

The  100  families  studied  lived  in  42  different  counties  in  all 
parts  of  the  state.    Most  of  the  data  are  given  by  "money  value 
of  living  and  savings"  groups,  and  include  family  composition  of 
the  100  families,  the  families  classified  by  type,  average  dis- 
tribution of  money  value  of  living  and  savings,  and  average  dis- 
tribution of  operating  expenses. 

57.  Freeman,  Rath  Crawford,  and  Crouch,  Irene.      Illinois  -  tenth  summary; 

farm  family  home  account  -  1938  -  365  farm  family  records,  calen- 
dar year.    37pp.,  processed.    Urbar.a,  University  of  Illinois, 
Extension  service  in  agriculture  and  home  economics  c1939?t 
275.29  IiesPheo 

This  is  the  state  summary  which  was  prepared  from  farm  family 
home  account  records  for  1938.    Data  given  by  "money  value  of 
living"  groups  include  distribution  of  average  cash  expenditures; 
average  distribution  of  net  cash  receipts  into  cash  expenditures, 
savings  and  interest  payments,  by  tenure;  net  cash  income  from 
other  s  urces  than  the  farm;  average  distribution  of  money  value 
of  living;  yearly  family  consumption  of  certain  commodities  pro- 
duced and  used  on  the  farm;  and  average  distribution  of  general 
expenditures.    Also  given  is  the  distribution  of  cash  living  by 
"net  cash  receipts"  groups. 
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58.  Freeman,  Ruth  Crawford.      Living  expenditures  of-  a  group  of  Illinois 

farn  families  1930,  1931,  1932.     ill.-  Agr-.  Expt.''  Sta.  Bui.  406, 
pp.  355-406.    Urbana,  1934.    ■  '  .  - 

"Hone-account,  records -of  429  farn  families;  covering  the  three 
years  1930,  1931,  1932  are  analyzed  in  this  report." 

Most  of  the  data  in  the  report,  referring'  to  education  of  the 
families  studied,  tenure,  acreage  farmed,  available  capital  and 
-   credit,  and:  distribution  of  various  expenditures  and  savings, 
are  given  by  size  groups  of  realized  income.    In  particular, 
table  9  shows  average  cash  and  non-cash  distribution  of  realized 
income  in  account-keeping  families  at  different  income  levels; 
and  table  10  shows  sources  of  cash  income  available  for  family 
use  in  two  groups  of  account-keeping  families,  1931  and  1952, 
by  size  groups  of- available  cash  income. 

59.  Freeman,  Ruth  Crawford,  and  Souder,  M.  Attie.      Living  expenditures 

of  a  selected  group  of  Illinois  farm  and  small-town  families 
(1929-30).    111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  372,  pp.  329-351.  Urbana, 
1931,  .  . 

"The  home-account  records  on  which  this  study  is  based  covered 
twelve-month  periods  during  1929-30.     They  were  kept  by  70  farm 
families  and  18  families  living  in  small  towns." 

The  discussion  is  given  over  to  the  distribution  of  expendi- 
tures for  these  groups,  and  numerous  tables  shew  the  distribution 
of  various  expenditures  for  families  in  various  ranges  of  realized 
income.     "Realized  income"  is  said  to  be  the  "(l)  net  cash  from 
all  sources  after  farm  business  expenses  are ' subtracted;  (2)  the 
retail  market  value  of  commodities  produced  . on  the  farm  and  used 
in  the  home,  consisting  mainly  of  food  and  to  a  lesser  extent 
fuel;   (3)  the  rental  value  of  the  house  occupied  by  the  family." 

60.  Fuhriman,  Walter  U. ,  and  Thomas,  W.  Preston.      Business  analysis  of 

farms  in  Utah  county,  Utah.    Utah.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  3ul.  289,  72pp. 
Logan,  1939. 

Based  on  an  analysis  of  business  records  of  481  farms  in  Utah 
County.     Table  73  shows  percentage  of  farms  falling  in  various 
type  of  farming  groups  on  the  basis  of  labor  earnings,  1935,  the 
labor  earnings  being  classified  by  size  groups.     Similar  data  are 
shown  in  a  series  of  bar  graphs,  figure  19. 

61.  Funk,  W.  C.      An  economic  study  of  small  farms  near  Washington,  D.  C, 

U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bui.  848,19pp.  Washington* D.C., 1920.    1  Ag84B  no*848 

An  analysis  of  the  farm  business  of  152  small  farms. 

A  table  on  p.  2  shows  the  average  labor  incomes,  by  size  of 
farms  and  by  number  of  farms. 

Table  VI,  pp.  9-11,  shows  the  tillable  area,  labor  income, 
capital,  receipts,  expenses  and  distribution  of  receipts  for  each 
of  152  farms,  arranged  according  to  size  of  labor  income. 

62.  Furbush,  Frank.      Farm  family  income  and  expenditures.    Jour.  Mktg. 

4(3):  264-267.    Jan.  1940.     280.38  J82 

This  article  "indicates  briefly  the  significance  of  data  from 
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tho  Consumers  Purchases  Study  for  market  analysis  in  the  farm 
field. " 

Accompanied  "by  a  chart  which  shows  the  estimated  expenditures 
for  automobile  purchase  and  operation  "by  non-relief  farm  fami- 
lies, 1935/36,  by  income  groups. 

63.  Gallup,  Gladys,  and  White,  M.  Elmina.      Participation  in  home-economics 

extension  and  effectiveness  of  the  program.    A  study  of  210  rural 
families  in  Spokane  end  Skagit  counties,  Washington,  1936*    U.  S. 
Dept.  Agr.  Ext.  Serv.  Div.  Coop.  Ext.  Ext.  Serv.  Cir.  285,  54pp. , 
processed.    Washington,  D.  C,  June  1933.    1»9  Ex892Esc  no.  285 
Table  11,  p.  34,  shows  percentage  of  homes  exposed  to  exten- 
sion information  by  three  net  income  groups. 

64.  Garnett,  William  Edward,  and  Edwards,  Allen  D.      Rural  poverty;  a 

study  of  human  erosion  in  rural  Virginia.  Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Rural  Sociol.  Div.  Mimeograph.  Rpt.  5,  28pp.  Blacksburg,  Ec"b, 
1938. 

"This  circular  is  a  progress  report  on  the  study  of  Virginia's 
marginal  population  that  is  being  conducted  by  the  Va.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  in  cooperation  with  the  Va.  State  Planning  Board,  the  W.P.A. 
and  other  agencies."  -  footnote,  p.  1. 

Income  of  disadvantaged  rural  groups,  pp.  2-11.    Table  1,  p.  2» 
gives  the  number  of  farm  owners  and  tenants  receiving  less  than 
$600  gross  farm  income,  1929.     The  table  is  a  special  tabulation 
from  the  U.  S.  Census  of  Agriculture. 

Table  6,  p.  13,  shows  expenditures  for  farm  family  living  of 
3129  white  and  1077  negro  rural  rehabilitation  clients  of  Farm 
Security  Administration,  1935,  by  size  of  expenditures. 

Table  1,  pp.  23-25,  shows  number  of  farm  owners  and  farm 
tenants  with  gross  incomes  under  $600  in  each  county. 

65.  Garnett,  William  Edward.      A  social  study  of  the  Blacksburg  community, 

Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  299,  105pp.    Blacksburg,  1935. 

"This  bulletin  is  based  on  data  obtained  through  survey 
schedules  from  1259  of  the  community's  1,600  families,  together 
with  material  obtained  from  numerous  personal  interviews,  and 
from  consulting  a  number  of  public  reports." 

Part  of  the  discussion  is  given  over  to  income  groups  and 
contains  a  table  (no.  6)  showing  gross  income  (by  size  groups) 
by  occupational  groupings  of  1,122  white  families,  1933-1934. 
Figure  6  shows  gross  cash  income  distribution  of  540  town  and 
608  district  white  families  by  size  groups.     The  part  of  the 
study  given  ever  to  standard  of  living  contains  tables  showing 
(no.  10)  income  groups  cf  1,475  gainfully  employed,  (no.  11) 
relation  of  incomes  of  608  Blacksburg  district  families  (by  in- 
come groups)  to  water  in  house,  size  of  house  and  kind  of  lights a 
and  (no.  12)  income  groupings  by  number  of  periodicals  taken. 
The  section  on  organizations  and  institutions  shows  (table  25) 
relation  of  income  groupings  ts  church  attendance  and  organiza- 
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tional  activity;  and  the  section  on  governmental  activities  has 
a  graph  (figure  17)  which  shows  gross  cash  income  of  540  town 
and  608  district  families  correlated  with  total  tax  assessments. 

66.  Gibson,  W.  L. ,  jr.      An  economic  study  of  farming  in  Appomattox  county, 

Virginia.    Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  311,  47pp.    Blacksburg,  1937 • 

An  analysis  of  a  farm  management  survey  of  238  farms  made  by 
the  U.  S.  Soil  Conservation  Service  and  the  Virginia  Agricultural 

■  Experiment  Station. 

The  variation  in  farm  receipts  on  127  farms  is  shown  in  table 
16,  pi  17;  arid  the  variation  in  labor  income  in  table  20,  p.  20. 

67.  Goodrich,  Carter,  Allin,  Bushrod  W. ,  Thornthwaite,  C.  Warren,  and 

others.      Migration  and  economic  opportunity.    763pp.  Philadel- 
phia,- University  of  Pennsylvania  press,  1936.    280.12  G62 
•:     ;  '        Ch.  I,  Regional  Contrasts  in  Economic  Levels.,  pp.  11-53,  is 
adapted  from  Bulletin  No.  2,  chs  .  I  and  II  and  Appendices  A  and 
B  of  the  Study  of  Population  Redistribution.    Bushrod  Allin  is 
•   •  author  of  the  discussion  on  agricultural  income  in  1929  which 
contains  a  map  showing  gross  farm  income  per  rural  farm  inhabit- 
ant, by  size  of  income.    Figure  2  contains  a  map  showing  per 
capita  income  throughout  the  country  by  size  groups  ( "Based  on 
Maurice  Leven's  Estimates,  Excluding  Profits  from  Sale  of 
Property.  ») 

Ch.  II,  The  Southern  Appalachian  Coal  Plateaus,  by  Frederick 
C.  Tryon  and  Bushrod  Allin,  pp.  54—123,  -contains  a  map,  p.  57, 
showing  gross  farm  income  per  farm  inhabitant,  1929,  in  that  re- 
gion, by  size  groups. 

Ch.  IV,  The  Cutover  Region  of  the  Great  Lakes  States,  by  Bushrod 

■  W.  Allin,  pp.  164-201,  contains  a  map  similar  to  the  one  noted 
above,  for  the  Great  Lakes  Region. 

68.  Goodrich,  Carter,  Allin,  Bushrod  W. ,  and  Hayes,  Marion.  Migration 

and  planes  of  living,  1920-1934. . .illustrated  with  maps  by  C. 
Warren  Thornthwaite  and  Helen  I.  Slentz.    Pa.  Univ.  Wharton 
School  of  Finance  and  Com.  Indus.  Res.  Dept.  Study  of  Pop. 
Redistrib.  Bui.  2,  111pp.    Philadelphia,  1935.    280.12  P38  no.  2 

Population  changes  in  agricultural  areas  of  different  income 
levels,  1920-1934,  pp.  71-85.    Conclusions  given  are  based  upon 
an  analysis  of  school  census  data  for  agricultural  counties. 
Accompanied  by  charts,  maps,  and  statistical  tables. 

69.  Gray,  L.  C.      Accumulation  of  wealth  by  farmers.    Amer.  Econ.  Rev. 

13(1,   sup.):  159-178.     Mar.  1923.     280.8  Am32 

Income  received  by  farming  class,  pp.  173-178.     This  section 
is  concerned  with  the  sources  and  the  range  of  income.  The 
writer's  figures  on  the  range  of  income  are  from  seven  local 
surveys  which  give  the  actual  incomes  received  by  1300  farmers, 
for  1919  and  1920. 

Discussion  by  0.  E.  Baker  and  John  D.  Black,  pp.  179-184. 
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70.  Greenlaw,  Janes  P.      How  nuch  for  family  living?    N.  Dak.  Agr.  Expt. 

Sta.  Bimonthly  Bui.  2(4):  11-14.    Fargo,  Mar.  1940. 

"This  study  reports  the  amounts  and  sources  of  income  and  the 
distribution  of  expenditures  as  revealed  "by  an  analysis  of  the 
Farm  Family  Record  Books  of  118  North  Dakota  "borrowers  from  the 
Farm  Security  Administration  in  1938  and  early  1939."  Distri- 
bution "by  size  of  income  groups  is  included. 

71.  Grigsby,  S.  Earl,  and  Hoffsomner,  Harold.      Cotton  plantation  laborers; 

a  socio-economic  study  of  laborers  on  cotton  plantations  in  Con- 
cordia parish,  Louisiana.    La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  328,  40pp. 
State  College,  1941. 

"Revision  of  a,  thesis,   "The  Social  and  Economic  Aspects  of 
Negro  Farm  Labor  on  Large  Cotton  Plantations,  Concordia  Parish, 
Louisiana,"  prepared  by  S.  Sari  Grigsby  under  the  direction  of 
Harold  Hoffsommer  and  presented  in  partial  fulfillment  of  the 
requirements  for  the  degree  of  Master  of  Arts,  June,  1937." 

Earnings  and  income,  pp.  30-38.     Table  23.  p.  32,  shows  total 
cash  income  and  source  of  income  of  238  negro  agricultural 
laborers,  Sept.  1935-Aug.  1936,  by  sex  of  laborer,  and  size  of 
income.     Table  25,  p.  35,  shows  income  from  agriculture,  by  size 
of  income,  for  193S  of  negro  far:-,  laborers  by  age,  sex,  educa- 
tion, and  headship. 

72.  Gross,  Irma  H. ,  and  Pond,  Julia.      Changes  in  standards  of  consumption 

during  a  depression.     Mich.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Spec.  Bui.  274,  30pp. 
East  Lansing,  1936. 

Literature  cited,  p.  30. 

This  study  "is  based  upon  information  collected  between  • 
October,  1932  and  May,  1933,  in  seven  townships  in  the  southern 
half  of  Clinton  County,  Michigan. "    It  contains  a  section,  Esti- 
mated Cash  Income  Available  for  Living,  pp.  9-10,  which  shows  the 
number  and  percent  of  families  having  incomes  of  various  size 
classes  for  1929  and  1932.     "Cash  income  available  for  living  as 
used  in  this  study  is  the  difference  between  cash  receipts  from 
the  farm  and  other  sources,  and  the  outgo  for  farm  business." 

73.  Guin,  Marvin,  and  Parvin,  D.  W.      An  economic  study  of  truck  farming 

in  Copiah  county,  Mississippi,  1938-1940.     Miss.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bui.  361.  ?5pp,     Stats  College,  1941. 

"Suivoy  records  of  farm  businesses  for  the  years  1938,  1939, 
and  1940  wore  obtained  from  80  typical  farmers." 

A  section  or.  Profits,  pp.  12-13,  shows  variations  in  labor 
income,  by  size  classes  for  each  of  the  three  years. 

74.  Hall,  Orville  J.      Rice  farming  in  Arkansas  with  financial  results 

for  1927.    Ark.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  260,  56pp.  Fayetteville, 
1931. 

The  section  on  Financial  Analysis,  pn.  23-31,  discusses  ca.sh 
receipts,  net  cash  receipts  and  family  labor  income,  and  includes 
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tables  showing  distribution  of  104  rice  farms  according  to 
amount  (in  size  .groups)  of  cash  receipts  and  net  cash  returns, 
and  distribution  of  92  rice  farms  according  to  amount  (in  size 
•groups)  of  gross  farm  receipts  and  family  labor  income*  Further 
"on  in  the  study,  graphs  are  given  to  show  the  relation  between 
acres  in  farm,  acres  in  rice,  price  per  bushel,  yield  per  acre 
on  the  one  hand  and  net  cash  returns  on  the  other,  end  between 
acres  in  rice,  price  per  bushel,  and  yield  per  acre  and  labor  - 
income, 

75.  Harrison,  Walter  Richard.      A  study  of  the  living  expenditures  of 

seventy  negro  farm  families  in  Waller  county,  Texas.  16pp. 
Prairie  View,  Tex.,  The  author  (Prairie  View  State  college) 
C19333    284.4  H242 

At  head  of  title:  Bulletin. 

Bibliography,  p.  16. 

Table  VI  i  p.  12,  shows  the  distribution  of  expenditures  of 
the  70  families,  by  total  cash  expenditures  groups. 

76.  Hartman,  W.'  A. ,  and  Woo  ten,  Hi  H.      Georgia  land  use  problems. 

Ga.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  191,  195pp.     Experiment,  1935. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics, U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

More  than  two-fifths  of  all  farms  tin  the  Old  Plantation  Pied- 
mont Cotton  Belt]  have  gross  incomes  under  $600,  pp. 60-62.  Based 

on  1929  Census  figures. 

■ 

77.  Hawthorne,  H.  W. .     The  family  living  from  the  farm.    Data  from  30 

farming  localities  in  21  states  for  the  years  1918  to  1922. 
XI-  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bui.  1338, 31pp# . Washington, D.C. » 1925.    1  Ag84B  no.  133 
List  of  references,  pp.  28-30. 

Table  3,  pp.  10-11,  shows  variations  in  the  value  of  the 
family  living  from  the  farm.  . 

78.  Hawthorne,  H.  W. ,  Dixon,  H.  M. ,  and  Montgomery,  Prank.      Farm  manage- 

ment and  farm  organization  in  Sumter  county,  Georgia;  an  analysis 
of  the  business  of  534  farms  in  1913,  and  550  farms  in  1918. 
U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bui. 1034, 97pp.  Washington, D.C., 1922.  1  Ag84B  no. 1034 
Among  the  tables' of  interest  are  the  following:  Table  13, 
,  p.  34,  which  shows  the  distribution  of  farms  by  the  amount  of 
farm  income;  table  14,  p.  35,  which  shows  the  distribution  of 
farms  by  the  amount  of  labor  income;  table  16,  p.  37,  which  shows 
the -percentage  distribution  of  farns  according  to  family  living 
from  the  farm. 

l  -V         ....        t  '  -  *■  *■«*■■•  *    rf-ijit''  '»  "'N  '^i 

■  '  ■  '.'  '  '  .       **;     '       '  '  ''    '(  1  -    *t*     '■     rt.       "*  /  ,1*  '  *  Jk     *-\     '  '  1   '  '.  >  Jli  '    ..V  "Y'3H 

79.,  Hayball,  Edith,  and. Thomas,  W.  Preston.   •  Family  living  expenditures, 
Summit  county,  Utah,  1930.    Utah.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  232,  30pp. 
Logan,  1931.  ' 

Income  and  Expenditures  According  to  Various  Groups,  pp.  15—24, 
groups  the  51  farm  families  into  five  cash  expenditure  classes, 
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and  gives  for  these  classes  such  data  in  tables  and  graphs  as 
percentage  of  families  in  each;  total  income,  farn  expense, 
and  family  living  expenditures;  distribution  of  total  cash  in- 
come; and  total  living  cost  (broken  up  into  expenditure  items). 

Total  Cost  of  Living  Calculated  on  3asis  of  Each  Adult  Male 
Equivalent  According  to  Various  Groups,  pp.  24-26,  contains 
tables  showing  total  living  cost  and  cash  expenditures  for  each 
adult  rale  equivalent  for  each  of  the  expenditure  groups. 

80.  Hearst  magazines,  inc.  Marketing  division.      Digest  of  "Consumer  in- 

comes in  the  United  States  -  1935-36"  by  National  resources  com- 
mittee.    21pp.,  processed.     cNew  York?  1939?-,    280.12  H35 

Table  XIII,  p.  21,  shows  the  frequency  distribution  of  total 
non-relief  families  in  six  types  of  communities  by  income  groups. 
Non-farm  and  farm  rural  communities  are  two  of  the  six  types  for 
which  statistics  are  given. 

81.  Heisig,  Carl  P.      Settlement  experience  and  opportunities  on  cut-over 

lands  of  western  Washington.    Wash.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  399, 
56pp.    Pullman,  1941* 

Issued  in  cooperation  v/ith  the  3ureau  of  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics, U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

Also  issued  by  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  U.  S. 
Dept.  of  Agriculture  as  Migration  and  Settlement  on  the  Paxific 
Coast.    Report  No.  6. 

Farms  and  incomes,  pp.  17-34.     Table  4,  p.  24,  Fives  farm 
income  and  farm  expenses  on  specified  sizes  of  old  and  new  farms. 
A  chart  on  p.  31  shows  cash  expenditures  for  family  living,  by 
family  expenditures  groups.    Value  of  farm  produced  food  products 
used  per  family,  by  value  groups,  is  given  in  table  7,  p.  32. 

Table  19,  p.  55,  give 3  the  percentage  of  families  by  size  of 
family,  and  of  all  individuals,  in  specified  expenditures  per 
person,  five  local  areas  of  western  Washington. 

82.  Hickey,  William  E. ,  and  Darling,  H.  Daniel.      Income  analysis  of  rural 

families  in  twenty- five  electrically  unserved  areas  of  Connecticut. 
90pp.,  maps,  processed.     Storrs,  Conn.,  Sept.  1935.     In  335  C763 

"Excerpt  from  Rural  Electrification  Report,  Emergency  Relief 
Commission  Project  S-F2-161." 

"This  study  was  undertaken  to  supplement  the  engineering  de- 
tails of  the  Rural  Electrification  Research  with  facts  concern- 
ing the  relative  income  of  farm  families  in  sample  unserved  rural 
areas  in  Connecticut.    The  study  also  sought  to  formulate  a 
method  of  investigation  that  could  be  applied  to  other  towns 
with  a  minimum  expenditure  of  time  and  money.. 

"Three  results  have  been  achieved  by  this  study.    1.  Estimated 
monthly  wages  that  include  a  slack  employment  have  been  computed 
for  twelve  occupational  groups...  2.  Net  agricultural  income  has 
been  computed  on  the  basis  of  type  and  extent  of  farm  activity... 
3.  The  twenty- five  sample  towns  have  been  ranked  on  the  basis  of 
the  estimated  average  income  per  farm.     This  ranking  is  presented 
in  Table  1,  page  5."  -  p.  4. 
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A  table  on  p.  74  shows  the  distribution  of  cash  earnings,  by 
cash  earnings  groups,  on  319  Connecticut  dairy  farms.     Tables  on 
pp.  75-77  show  the  distribution  of  cash  earnings,  by  cash  earn- 
ings groups,  on  77  poultry  farms,  60  vegetable  farms,  and  129 
tobacco  farms,  1934. 

83.  Highfill,  J.  V.,  and  Joy,  Barnard  D.       Situations,  problems,  and 

interests  of  unmarried  rural  young  people,  16  to  25  years  of 
age.    Ark.  Univ.  Col.  Agr.  Ext.  Serv.  Ext.  Cir.  417,  33pp. 
Little  Hock,  1938*    275.29  Ar  no.  417 

Issued  in  cooperation"  with  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

"This  study  is  one-  of  seven  made  in  seven  different  states 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  Land-Grant  College  Committee  on  Older 
Youth. . . 

"Records  were  obtained  during  September  and  October,  1936, 
by  the  Personal-interview  method. " 

The  section,  Economic . Status  of  Rural  Youth,  pp.  12-13,  re- 
ports on  the  money  income  of  the  rural  young  men  and  women, 
classified  by  age  and  size-of-income  groups. 

84.  Hill,  E.  E. ,  and  Blanch,  George  T.      An  economic  study  of  land  utiliza- 

tion in  Montgomery  county,  1932.    IT.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bui.  613,  50pp.,.  folded  map.     Ithaca,  1934. 

Table  7,  p.  10,  shows  the  type  of  farms  in  the  county  classi- 
fied according  to  the  value  of  products  sold,  traded,  or  used 
by  operator's  family,  1929.     The, table  is  reproduced  from  v.  3, 
pt.  1,  p.  190,  of  the  United  States  Census  of  1930,  Agriculture. 

85.  Hill,  George  ¥. ,  Slocum,  Walter,  and  Hill,  Ruth  0.      Maii-dand  adjust- 

ment;, a  study  of  family  and  inter- family  aspects  of  land  retire- 
ment in  the  Central  Wisconsin  land  purchase  area.     Wis.  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  Res.  Bui.  134,  80pp.    Madison,  1938. 

The  families:  how  they  farmed,  pp.  14-21.     Table  5,  p.  19, 
shows  farms  classified  by  type  and  value  of  farm  produce  sold,. 
Purchase  area,  1935. 

The  families:  how  they  lived,  pp.  22-28.     Table.  6,  p.  22,  shows 
families  classified  by  amount  of  cash  left  or  deficit  recorded 
after  farm  operating  and  family  living  expenses  were  deducted 
from  earned  income,  Resettlement  and  Purchase  areas,  1935.  Table 
7,  p.  24,  shows  number,  and  percent  of  families  classified  by 
total  value  of  goods  and  services  consumed,  Purchase  and  Resettle- 
ment areas,  1935. 

86.  Hill,  Randall  C. ,  and  others.      Social,  economic,  and  horaemaking 

factors  in  farm  living  :by  Randall  C.  Hill,  E.  L.  Morgan,  Mabel 
V.  Campbell,  and  0.  R.  Johnson^.  Mo.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Res.  Bui. 
148,  90pp.     Columbia,  1930. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

This  is  a  study  of  70  farm  families  in  a  Boone  County,  Mis- 
souri, community.     Thirty- four  of  the  families  were  owners, 
nineteen  owner-renters,  and  seventeen  were  renters. 
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A  farm  business  analysis  of  the  70  farms  is  given  on  pp.  17- 
29.     Tables  which  contain  data  "by  percent  of  operators  accord- 
ing to  receipt,  income,  and  labor  income  groups  are  as  follows: 
7,  receipts  of  farm  operators;  8,  income  from  capital  and  opera- 
tor fs  labor;  9,  labor  income  of  farm  operators;  10,  money  avail- 
able for  family  living  and  saving;  11  and  12,  relation  of  acres 
farmed,  and  of  size  of  family,  to  money  available  for  living 
and  saving;  13,  14,  and  16,  relation  of  age  of  operator,  of 
size  of  family,  and  of  acres  farmed  to  labor  income;  17,  and  18, 
relation  of  capitalization  to  money  available  for  living  and 
saving,  and  to  labor  income. 

87.  Hoccker,  R.  W.      A  study  of  dairy-farm  management  in  Onondaga  county, 

1938  and  1939.    H.  Y.   (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta  .  Bui.  767,  21pp. 
Ithaca,  1941. 

Range  of  operator's  labor  income  is  shown  in  tpble  10,  p.  11. 

88.  Holley,  William  C,  Winston,  Ellen,  and  Woofter,  T.  J.,  jr.  The 

plantation  South,  1934-1937.    U.  S.  Fed.  Works  Agency.  Work 
Proj.  Admin.  Div.  Res.  Res.  Monog.  22,  124pp.    Washington,  D.  C, 
1940.     173.2  W89Re  no.  22 

This  is  a  report  "on  recent  changes  in  plantation  organiza- 
tion and  operation  in  the  Southeast.     In  order  to  analyze  such 
changes,  the  cotton  plantation  survey  of  the  crop  year  1934, 
reported  in  the  research  monograph  Landlord  and  Tenant  on  the 
Cotton  Plantation,  was  repeated  for  the  crop  year  1937...  A 
total  of  246  plantations  which  were  included  in  both  surveys 
form  the  basis  of  the  present  report."  -  Letter  of  transmittal. 

Plantation  income,  ch.  IV,  pp.  29-37. 

Operator  and  tenant  income,  ch.  V,  pp.  39-46. 

Table  24,  p.  96,  shows  ret  cash  income  from  crops  per  tenant 
family  and  percent  of  total  plantation  crop  acres  in  cotton, 
1937  and  1934,  classified  by  size  of  income. 

89.  Hopkins,  John  A.,  jr.      An  economic  study  of  the  hog  enterprise. 

Iowa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  294,  pp.  153-188.    Ames,  1932. 

"The  data  on  which  this  bulletin  rests  were  obtained  from 
studies  in  three  fifferent  Iowa  sections  between  1922  and  1930. 
Much  of  the  information  came  from  ■:.  detailed  study  of  the  hog 
enterprise  in  Humboldt  county."    Other  county  data  were  obtained 
from  Iowa  and  Webster  Counties. 

Figure  5,  p.  181,  shows  variation  in  farm  income  with  size 
of  farm. 

90.  Hoyt,  Elizabeth  Ellis.      Consumption  in  our  society.    Ed.  1,  420pp» 

New  York  and  London,  McGraw-Hill  book  co. ,  inc.,  1938.     280  H852C 
The  book  is  in  four  parts.     Readings  at  end  of  each  part. 
Effects  of  the  distribution  of  income  on  consumption,  ch. 

XVI,  pp.  186-198. 

Part  III  is  on  Consumption  pnd  Its  Measurement.     Chs.  XX7  and 
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XXVI,  The  American  Standard  of  Living,  and  Ch.  XXVII,  Incone, 
Scale  of  Living  and  Elasticity  of  Demand,  are  of  interest. 
Reference  is  made  to  "both,  farm  and  urban  studies.1 

91.  -Hoyt,  Elizabeth  Ellis.      Value  of  family  living  on  Iowa  farms,  by- 

Elizabeth  Ellis  Eoyt,  with  the  assistance  of  Ethyl  Cessna  Morgan, 
Iowa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  281,  pp.  185-239.    Aries,  1931, 

This  is  a  study  of  the  value  of  family  living  of  147  farm 
families  in  the  neighborhood  of  Ames,  Oelwein,  and  Corning. 

Tables  on  pp.  196-197  show  the  average  value,  and  average 
•'percentages  going  to  each,  of  main  classifications  of  value  of 
living  for  families  arranged  in  value  of  living  groups. 

Tables  on  p.  218  show  average  expenditures,  and  average  per-r 
centages  of  value  of  living  spent,  for  main  classifications  of 
sundries  for  families  arranged  in  value  of  living  groups. 

92.  Hudelson,  R.  R. ,  and  others.      Annual  farm  business  report  on 'thirty 

farms  in  McDonough  county,  Illinois,  1932,  by  R.  R.  Hudelson, 
P.  E.  Johnston,  J.  ¥.  Reitz,  and  H.  C.  M.  Case.     111.  Univ. 
Agr.  Col.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  M-355,  9pp.,  processed.  Urbana, 
1933.     275.29  I162Fb 

"Department  of  Agricultural  Economics,  College  of  Agriculture 
and  Agr'l  Extension  Service,  University  of  Illinois,  Urbana,  in 
cooperation  with  McDonough  County  Farm  Bureau." 

A  table  on  p.  4  shows  number  of  farms  in  each  of  eight  net 
income  groups. 

93.  Illinois.  University.  College  of  agriculture.  Agricultural  experiment 

station,  and  Extension  service.      Illinois  agricultural  adjust- 
ment conferences,  September-October  1932.     Central  theme,  Financing 
the  farm.  Papers  and  other  materials  prepared  for  use  of  leaders 
and  committee  members.     109pp. ,  processed.    Urbana  ^1932] 
Off.  Expt.  Stas.  Libr. 

Financing  the ' farm  home,  pp.  33-49.     Includes  tables  which 
show  distribution  of  average  realized  income,  and  total  cash 
income  per  family,  avera.ge  size  of  farm,  etc.,  by  income  groups. 

94.  Iowa,.  Agricultural  experiment  station.      Current  studies  and  service 

surveys  in  agricultural  economics  (T.  W.  Schultz,  leader)  -  (A) 
Anticipated  and  actual  yearly  income  and  expenditures  of  Resettle- 
ment administration  farm  families  in  Iowa.     (Margaret  G.  Reid, 
leader).     Iowa.  Agr.  Expt  .  Sta.  Rpt.  1938,  pt.  1,  p.  198. 
Ames,  1938. 

Notes  that  "The  analysis  of  the  budget  of  1136  Resettlement 
Administration  families  revealed  the  relationships  discussed 
here,"  and  that  "with  families  classified  on  the  basis  of  gross 
cash  incone  it  was  found  that  as  anticipated  incone  increases 
the  amount  budgeted  to  family  living  increases  but  the  propor- 
tion declines  sharply." 
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95.  Jensen,  W.  C. ,  and  Ounnells,  C.      Newer  truck  crop  area  studies;  a 

preliminary  economic  report.     S.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Cir.  45,  31pp. 
Clcmson  College,  1931. 

Contains  a  brief  paragraph,  p.  12,  noting  the  percentages 
out  of  the  120  farms  studied  falling  within  various  operator 
earnings  groups. 

96.  Jensen,  V/.  C,  and  Russell,  B.  A.      Pee  Dee  farm  management  studies, 

1925-1930.     S.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  269,  30pp.  Clemson 
College,  1931. 

Includes  discussion  of  variation  in  earnings,  with  figure  8 
and  table  22  showing  number  of  farmers  making  different  operator's 
earnings  in  the  Pee  Dee  area  (earnings  classified  by  size  groups). 
The  relation  of  size  of  farm  to  operator's  earnings  is  brought 
out  in  a  graph,  p.  46. 

97.  Johansen,  John  P.      Social  and  economic  circumstances  of  accepted  ap- 

plicants for  old-age  assistance  in  South  Dakota,  1936-1937. 
S.  Dak.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  323,  55pp.     Brookings,  1938. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  South  Dakota  Works  Progress  Ad- 
ministration. 

Property  holdings  and  income  of  accepted  applicants,  pp.  28-37. 
Tables  27-29  show  the  amount  of  income,  by  income  groups,  re- 
ceived during  past  year  by  accepted  applicants,  by  rural  and 
urban  residence  and  by  sex,  and  by  marital  status  and  sex,  and 
estimated  income  for  the  ensuing  year  of  accepted  applicants, 
by  rural  and  urban  residence  and  by  sex. 

98.  John,  M.  E.      Part-time  farming  in  six  industrial  areas  in  Pennsylvania, 

Pa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  361,  49pp.     State  College,  1938. 

Table  43,  p.  29,  shows  family  income  from  non-agricultural  oc- 
cupations as  rela.ted  to  labor  earnings,  for  887  part-time  farm 
families,  1935,  classified  by  size  of  income,  from  non- agricultural 
occupations. 

99.  Johnson,  Lillian  H. ,  and  Muse,  Marianne.      Cash  contribution  to  the 

family  income  made  by  Vermont  farm  ho.menakers.    Vt.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  Bui.  355,  42pp.    Burlington,  1933. 
Literature  cited,  p.  42. 

Data  for  this  inquiry  were  taken  from  a  previously  published 
study  ( Standard  of  Living  on  Specific  Owner-Operated  Vermont 
Farms,  by  M.  Muse.     Vt.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  340)  of  fifty-three 
homemakers.     Included  are  figures  on  cash  earnings  of  home- 
makers  in  various  standard-of-living  groups,  and  cash  contribu- 
tions of  homemakers  in  standard~of-living  groups  in  relation  to 
such  factors  as  net  worth  of  farms,  farm  nortga.ges,  farm  income, 
hours  of  farm  labor,  accessibility  of  the  farms,  those  living 
on  selected  roads.    Also  eiven  are  net  farm  income  (classified 
by  size  groups)  in  relation  to  number  of  homemakers  in  standard- 
of-living  group  who  earned  and  the  amount  of  their  contributions, 
farm  income  per  capita  (by  size  groups)  of  standard-of "living 
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•groups  in  relation  to  homemakers'  cash  contributions,  and  cost 
of  living  ("by  size  groups)  per  cost-consumption  unit  in  relation 
to  the  earnings  of  homemakers  in  standard -of-living  group. 

100.  Johnson,  Neil  ¥.      Farm  adjustments  in  Montana;  study  of  area  VII: 

its  past,  present  and  future.    Mont.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  367, 
59pp.    Bozeman,.  1939. 

Appendix  table  4,  p.  52,  shows  the  number  of  farm  and  ranch 
units  "by  type  and  income  class  in  type  of  farming  subareas  of 
area  VII,  Montana.    .  . 

101.  Johnson,  0.  R. ,  and  Foard,  W.  E.      Land  tenure.    Mo.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 

Bui.  121,  pp..  59-110.    Columbia,  1914. 

This  is  a  survey  of  the  western  part  of  Johnson  County, 
Missouri. 

Land  tenure  and  labor  incomes,  pp.  87-89.    Among  the  tables 
are  those  showing  the  distribution  of  owners,  t.enant.s  and  part 
owners  by  size  of  labor  income,'  receipts  from  crops  and  labor 
income,  and  cost  of  livinV:  with  different  labor  incomes. 

102.  Johnston,  P;  E.-,  Shcot,  L.  J,,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Annual  farm  busi- 

ness report  on  thirty- three  farms  in  Ford  county,  Illinois,  1931. 
111.  Univ.  Agr.  Col.  Dept.  Farm  -Organ,  and  Mangt.  M-3C8,  Upp., 
processed.  ■  Urbana,  1932.    275.29  I162Fof 

"Department  of  Farm  Organization  and  Management,  College  of 
Agriculture  and  Agr'l  Extension  Service,  University  of  Illinois, 
Urbana,  in  cooperation  with  Ford  County  Fa.rm  Bureau.  " 

A  table,  p.  3,  shows  number  of  farms  in  each  of  six  net  in- 
come classes.  '  - : 

103.  Kirkpatrick,.  Ellis- Lore.      Analysis  of  70,000  rural  rehabilitation 

families.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr,  Farrtf  Security  Admin,  and  Bur.  Agr. 
Econ.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  9,  93pp.-,'  processed.     Washington,  D.  C. , 
Aug.  1938.  1.95  Sol 

Ch.  IV,  pp.  33-46,  is  concerned  with  standard  farm  plan  cases 
in  Region  II,  which  includes  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota. 
Tables-  26-28i  give,  the  following  information,  by  estimated  cash 
income:  children  per  family,  operating  expenses,  living  costs, 
and  balance,  for  rejjayment  'of  loans  or  other  uses,  and  average 
size  of  household  and  children  per  family. 
■  •    Estimated  .cash  income  percentages,  by  income  groups, are  given 
on  p.  84*  ,for  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  Minnesota- 
Family  income  percentages,  by  income  groups, are  given  for 
North  Carolina,  Alaba.ma,  Mississippi,  and  Arkansas  on  p.  90, 
and  for  Illinois,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota,  and  Oregon  on  p.  93. 

104.  Kirkpatrick,  Ellis  Lore,  McNatll,  P.  E. ,  and  Cowles,  May  L.  Farm 

family  living  in  Wisconsin.    Wis.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Res.  Eul.  114, 
46c23pp.    Madison,  1933. 

This  study  of  900  families  in  Walworth,  Green,  Dane,  Portage, 
Dunn,  Langlade  and  Sawyer  Counties  "deals  with  family  living  in 
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relation  to  income  and  other  selected  factors  which  influence 
it.     The  purpose  was  to  ascertain  the  relation  of  these  factors 
to  family  living  and  to  throw  light  on  certain  specific  questions 
pertaining  to  the  agricultural  situation  in  Wisconsin. "  -  p.  2 
at  end.    The  study  was  made  during  1929  and  1930. 

Income,  pp.  4-11.    Table  3,  p.  8,  shows  the  cost  of  living 
and  distribution  of  the  cost  between  goods  and  services  furnished 
by  the  farm  and  purchased,  in  relation  to  net  cash  family  in- 
come, by  size  of  income. 

Supplementary  Tables  for  Research  Bulletin  114  were  issued 
in  processed  form  in  April  1933  by  the  Wisconsin  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station  as  a  Stencil  Bulletin.     Table  3  in  this  bul- 
letin supplements  Table  3  in  Research  Bulletin  114. 

Preliminary  reports  on  this  study  were  issued  by  the  Extension 
Service  of  the  Wisconsin  College  of  Agriculture  as  Stencil  Bul- 
letins 104  (Dunn  County),  105  (Walworth  County),  106  (Dane  and 
Green  Counties),  and  108  (Portage,  Langlade,  and  Sawyer  Counties). 
275.29  W75B 

105.  Kirkpatrick,  Ellis  Lore.      The  farmer's  standard  of  living.  299pp. 

New  York  &  London,  The  Century  co.  ^1929}     (.The  Century  rural 
life  books)    284.4  K63 

Bibliographical  footnotes. 

This  book,  which  is  "the  outgrowth  of  several  years'  work  of 
the  author  on  the  farmer's  standard  of  living,"  is  "based  on  in- 
formation resulting  from  scientific  investigations  in  the  field 
of  farm  family  living"  and  "represents  the  first  attempt  to 
bring  the  available  facts  together  in  book  form. "  -  Preface. 

Table  4,  pp.  66-67,  which  is  adapted  from  Bulletin  1466  and 
preliminary  reports  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture,   shows  the 
following:  distribution  of  average  value  of  goods  among  principal 
groups  of  goods  and  proportions  of  total  family  living,  furnished 
by  farm  and  purchased,  by  increase  in  total  value  of  goods  used 
during  one  year,  for  2886  farm  families  of  selected  localities 
in  11  states,  1922-24,  and  for  798  farm  families  of  Schoharie 
County,  New  York,  and  Jackson,  Meigs,  and  Vinton  Counties,  Ohio, 
1924-26,  arranged  by  groups  of  total  value  of  goods  used. 

Table  7,  p.  76,  which  is  adapted  from  Bulletin  1466,  shows 
the  percentage  distribution  of  average  value  or  cost  of  family 
living  goods  among  the  important  groups  of  goods  by  increase 
in  the  value  of  family  living,  or  income,  for  farm  families  of 
selected  localities  in  11  states  in  comparison  with  workingmen* s 
families,  studied  by  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Labor,  arranged  by  value 
of  living  or  income  groups. 

106.  Kirkpatrick,  Ellis  Lore.      The  farmer's  standard  of  living;  a  socio- 

economic study  of  2,886  white  farm  families  of  selected  localities 
in  11  states.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bui.  1466,  64pp.  Washington, 
D.  C. ,  1926.     1  Ag84B  no.  1466 

"This  bulletin  presents  the  combined  results  of  a  number  of 
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separate  studies  carried  on  "by  the  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture  in  cooperation with  12  colleges  or  universities. 
The  schedule  used  for  gathering  the  data  was  prepared  by  the 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics  and  the  Bureau  of  Home  Eco- 
nomics, United  States  Department  of  Agriculture."  -  p..  4. 

Table  7  shows  distribution  of  value  of  goods  used  for  dif- 
ferent groups  of  articles  and  'number  of  families  in  each  of 
ten  "total  value  of  goods  used"  groups;  Table  11  groups  2886 
farm  families  into  value  of  living  or  income  groups  and  shows 
distribution  pf- expenditures  for  each,  with  .comparative  figures 
for  industrial  groups;  Table  21  gives  amount  of  income  reported 
from  sources  outside  farm  business  and  its  distribution  among 
various  expenditures. 

107.  Kirkpatrick,  Ellis  Lore.      Needed  standards  of  living  for  rural  re- 

settlement.   62pp.,  processed.    Madison,  Wis.,  Rural  re- 
habilitation division,  Resettlement  administration,  May  1936  . 
284.4  K63K"  . 

This  is  a  report  of  a  survey  of  290  families  in  the  Crandon, 
Wisconsin,  Land  Purchase  Area. 

Distribution  of  cost  among  principal  'items  In  the  living,  pp. 
11-17.     Table  3,  p.  12,  shows  the  relative  amount  of  goods  e^id 
services  furnished  end.  purchased  at  different  levels  of  living, 
105  farm  families  and  185  non-farm  families. 

108.  Kirkpatrick,  Ellis  Lore,  and  Boynton,  Agnes  M.      Wisconsin's  human 

and  physical  resources;'  a  graphic  presentation  of  conditions  af- 
fecting rural  rehabilitation.     173pp. ,"  processed.  Madison, 
Wis.,  Research  section,  Resettlement  administration,  Region  II, 
July  15,  1936  .    281.2  Z63W 

Amount  and  sources  of  income,  pp.  15-21.    Maps  on  pp.  16-17 
show  value  per  farm  of  all  products  sold,  traded,  or  used  by 
operator's  family*1929, by  value;  and  gross  income  per  farm,  1931, 
by  size  of  income. 

109.  Kuril i en,  W.  E.      A  graphic  summary  of  the  relief  situation  in  South 

Dakota  (1930-1935).     S.  Dak.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  310,  63pp. 
Brookings,  1937. 

"While  the  findings  and  justification  for  this  bulletin  have 
originated  largely  out  of  the  cooperative  'Current  Relief  Trends1 
project  (DRS-109),  selected  relief  data  have  also  been  freely 
used  from  other  South  Dakota  rural  research  studies  being  con- 
ducted by  this  department. " 

Eigure  32  shows  the  value  of  farm  products,  sold,  traded  or 
used  by  operator's  family,'  1929,  by  size'  groups  (Source:  Eederal 
Census,  1930). 

110.  Kumlien,  W.  E. ,  and  others.      The  standard  of  1'iving  of  farh  and  vil- 

lage families  in  six  South  Dakota  counties,  1935,  by  W.  E.  Kumlien, 
C.  P.  Locmis,  Z.  E.  Bankert,  E.  de  S.  Brunner,  and  R.  L.  MacNamara. 
S.  Dale.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  320,  63pp.     Brookings,  1938. 
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Issued  in  cooperation  with  Social  Research  Division,  Works 
Progress  Administration;  and  Social  Research  Section  of  the  Tarn 
Security  Administration  and  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics, 
U.  S#  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

"The  block  sampling  was  accomplished  "by  township  and  village 
sections  within  six  representative  counties  of  the  State;  Yankton, 
Codington,  Faulk,  Jones,  Perkins  and  Lawrence." 

Tables  in  the  appendix  show  (table  11)  average  number  of  per- 
sons per  room,  age  of  dwellings  and  replacement  value  of  dwell- 
ing, classified  by  tenure,  residence  and  value  of  living  groups, 
1935;  (table  14)  factors  influencing  amount  of  net  cash  income 
of  open-country  farm  families,  by  size  of  income  and  tenure  of 
operators,  1935;  and  (tables  23A  and  23B)  percentage  of  farm 
families  having  specific  accessories  and  facilities  by  tenure 
and  value  of  living  groups. 

"!The  value  of  family  living'  is  used  in  this  study  in  place 
of  the  term  'cost  of  living.'    Cost  of  living  usually  refers  to 
cash  expenditures,  the  value  of  food,  fuel,  and  other  items  which 
wore  produced  and  consumed  at  home."  -  Note,  p.10. 

111.  LaMont,  T.  S. ,  and  Parsons,  M.  S.      A  farm  management  study  and  costs 

and  returns  on  sheep,  Yates  county,  1939.    N.  Y.  (Cornell)  State 
Col.  Agr.  Dept.  Agr.  Scon,  and  Farm  Mangt.  A.  S.  314,  6Sc2]Pp., 
processed.     Ithaca,  Apr.  1940.    231.9  C81  no.  314 

"This  report  is  based  on  a  farm  management  study  of  52  farms 
in  the  towns  of  Middlesex  and'Pottor  in  the  northwestern  part  of 
Yates  County  for  the  year  1939'.  " 

The  distribution  of  farms  according  tc  labor  income  by  land 
class  is  shown  in  table  19,  p.  24. 

112.  Land! 8,  Benson  Y. ,  and  Haynes,  George  Edmund.      Cot ten-growing  com- 

munities.    Study  no.  1,  Case  studios  of  9  rural  communities  and 
30  plantations  in  Alabama...  Based  on  the  field  work  of  Ernest 
A.  Grant.    Fed.  Council  of  the  Churches  of  Christ  in  Amer.  Dept. 
Race  Relations.  Interracial  Pubs.  3ooklet  no.  2,  43pp.  New 
York,  1934.     231.2  L23  no.  1 

Distribution  of  income  by  size  is  reported  on  pp.  25-26,  and 
in  table  9,  p.  39,  and  table  6,  p.  42.     Information  is  given  for 
Negro  farmers,  tenants  and  croppers  and  for  cash  income  and  in- 
cone  in  kind. 

113.  Landis,  3enson  Y. ,  and  Haynes,  George  Edmund.      Cotton-growing  com- 

munities.    Study  no.  2,  Case  studies  of  10  rural  communities 
and  10  plantations  in  Arkansas.     Fed.  Council  of  the  Churches  of 
Christ  in  Amer.  Dept.  Race  Relations.  Interracial  Pubs.  28,  47pp. 
New  York,  1935.    231.2  L23  no.  2 

The  net  cash  income  of  Negro  farmers  in  cash,  and  in  kind, 
1929, .1931,  aad  1933,  is  given  in  table  I,  p.  19.     Similar  in- 
formation for  Negro  sharecroppers  is  given  in  table  II,  p.  32. 
Table  III,  p.  32,  gives  money  incomes  of  six  tenants  on  planta- 
tions.   All  information  is,  given  by  size  of  income. 
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114.  Landis,  Paul  H. ,.  and  Brooks,  Melvin  S.      Farm  labor  in  the  Yakina 

Valley,  Washington..  Wash.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  343,  75pp. 
Pullman ,  1936. 

"Rural  sociology  series  in  farm  labor,  no.  1." 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Division  of  Social  Research  of 
the  Federal  Works  Progress  Administration,  the  Washington  State 
Works  Progress  Administration,  and  the  Washington  State  Dept.  of 
Public  Welfare. 

Cash  income  of  farm  laborers  during  a  year  period,  pp.  54—58. 
Includes  two  tables  xirhich  show:  transient  and  resident  single 
farm  laborers  interviewed  in  the  Yakima  Valley,  classified  ac- 
cording to  income;  transient  and  resident  farm  labor  families 
interviewed,  classified  according  to  cash  income  of  head  and  of 
combined  household. 

115.  Landis,  Paul  H,      Seasonal  agricultural  labor  in  the  Yakima  Valley. 

U.  S.  Dept.  Labor.  Bur.  Labor  Stat is.  Monthly  Labor  Rev,  45(2): 
301-311.    Aug.  1937.    158.6  387M 

Income  is  discussed  on  pp.  310-311.     Table'  5,  p.  310,  shows 
the  distribution  of  456  relief  and  nonrelief  farm  laborers  in 
the  Yakima  Valley,  1935-36,  by  income  classes. 

116.  Larson,  Olaf  F.   '  Beet  workers  on  relief  in  Weld  county,  Colorado. 

Colo.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  and  U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div.  Social 
Res.  Rural  Sect.  Res'.  Bui.,  4,  Slr^p. ,  processed..  Fort  Collins, 
1937. 

Income,  pp.  5-6,'  has  a  table  sho\iring  yearly  incomes  grouped 
by  size.     Standards  of  Living,  pp.  11-16,  has  a  table  showing 
cost  of  living  in  relation  to  income  (income  given  by  size 
groups).     The  income  includes  earnings  in  the  beet  fields,  other 
non-relief  work,  and  some  type  of  public  assistance. 

117.  Leven,  Maurice,  Moulton,  Harold  G. ,'  and  Warburton,  Clark.    ,  America1  s 

capacity  to  consume.     272pp..  Washington,  D.  C,  The  Brookings 
institution,  1934.     (The  Institute  of  economics  of  the  Brook- 
ings institution.  Publication  no.  56)     280.12.  L57 

"This  is  the  second  of  four  volumes  devoted  to  an  analysis  of 
the  relation  of  the  distribution  of  national  wealth  and  income 
to  economic  progress.    .The  purpose  of  the  investigation  as  a 
whole  is  to  determine  whether  the  existing, distribution  of  in- 
come in  the  United  States  among  various  groups  in  society  tends 
to  impede  the  efficient  functioning  of  the  economic  system. "  - 
Foreword. 

Ch.  V,  pp.  50-62,  is  concerned  with  The  Income  of  Families. 
It  gives  a  summary  of  "an  extensive  study... of  the  distribution 
of  income  by  income  classes  in  1929."    Pages  58-62  deal  with  the 
distribution  of  income  among  farm  and  non-farm  families.  Two 
charts  shnw  the  distribution  for  each  by  income  classes.  Detailed 
data  on  which  these  charts  are  based  are  given  in  tables  on  pp« 
227-231  of  Appendix  A. 

Appendix  A,  Income  and  its  distribution,  pp.  137-238. 
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118.  Lindstrom,  D.  E. ,  Case,  H.  C.  K. ,  and  Leonard,  Archie.      Farm  business 

survey  of  120  farms  in  southern  Illinois,  1934  .    111.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  RSM-3,  15pp.,  processed.    Urbana,  Aug.  1935.     281.023  1162 

"This  survey  was  part  of  a  project  to  ascertain  the  farm 
business  and  family  income  and  expenditures  of  families  living 
in  contrasting  areas  in  Union  County,  as  a  basis  for  rural  re- 
habilitation planning. " 

Table  4,  p.  6,  shows  the  distribution  of  gross  receipts  per 
farm,  by  size  groups. 

Table  7,  p.  11,  shows  the  distribution  of  the  farms  according 
to-  the  labor  and  management  wage. 

119.  Lindstrom,  D.  E. ,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      F^rm  incomes  and  expenditures 

and  costs  of  family  living  in  the  Lick  Creek  area,  southern 
Illinois,  1934;  a  socio-economic  study  of  the  finances  of  113 
farm  families.     111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  RSH-6,  33pp.,  processed. 
Urbana,  1937. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Illinois  Emergency  Relief  Con- 
mission  and  the  Federal  Works  Progress  Administration. 

Among  the  ta.bles  of  interest  are  the  following:  Table  19,  p« 
16,  Distribution  of  farms  according  to  gross  receipts  per  farm; 
ta.ble  20,  p.  17,  Distribution  of  farms  according  to  gross  cash 
receipts  tier  farm;  table  25,  p.  20,  Distribution  of  farms  a.c- . 
cording  to  gross  returns  to  capital  and  operator's  labor  and 
management  per  farm;  table  27,  p.  21,  Distribution  of  farms  ac- 
cording to  labor  and  mana.gement  wage;  table  28,  p.  22,  Distri- 
bution of  farms  according  to  actual  net  cash  income. 

120.  Lively,  C.  E.      Family  living  expenditures  en  Ohio  farms.     Ohio.  Agr. 

Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  458,  36pp.    Wooster,  1930. 

This  study  is  based  on  187  account-book  records,  1925-1928. 

Income,  pp.  12-14.     Table  6,  p.  13,  shews  the  relation  of 
farm  expenses  and  net  cash  receipts  to  total  cash  receipts  from 
all  sources,  by  size  of  cash  receipts.     The  following  tables 
give  information,  by  size  of  cash  receipts:  19, p.  28,  Distribu- 
tion of  total  cash  receipts  between  farm  expenses  and  family 
living,  176  owners  and  renters;  20,  p.  25,  Relative  increase  in 
amount  of  receipts,  farm  expense,  expenditure  for  family  living, 
and  surplus;  21,  p.  29,  Relation  of  cash  expenditure  for  various 
aspects  of  family  living  to  total  cash  roceiptc,  176  family 
records,  owners  and  renters;  22,  p.  31,  Relation  of  expenditure 
for  family  living  to  total  cash  receipts. 

Certain  of  the  mere  technical  aspects  of  this  study  are  re- 
ported in  Ohio  State  Univ.  and  Ohio.  Agr.  Hxpti  Sta.  Kinengraph 
Bui.  36(1931),  Some  Relationships  'of  the  Variable,  Cash  Expendi- 
ture for  Farm  Fa-.ily  Living,  by  C.  E.  Lively. 

121.  Loomis,  Charles  P.,  and  Leonard,  0.  S.      Standards  of  living  in  an. 

Indian-Mexican  village  and  on  a  reclamation  project.    U.  S.  Dept. 
Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  14,  49pp.,  processed. 
Washington,  D.  C,  Aug.  1938.     1.95  Sol  no.  14 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 
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"In  this  report  appear  level-of-living  studies  of  two  very 
dissimilar  types  of  communities.     It  is  "because  the  communities 
are  so'  dissimilar  that  the  analyses  of  them  are  presented 'under 
one  cover.;    One  of  them  is  the  study  of  37  families  living,  in 
a  Mexican  village  cTortugas,  New  Mexico ]  made  up  of  families 
'who  are  part  of  a  culture  that  has  "been  in  existence  for  prob- 
-  ■  sbly  a  thousand  years.    The  other  is  a  study  of  65  families 
living  in  a  community  cTule  Lake,  Calif. j  established  a  little 
less  than  a  decade  ago  on  a  Reclamation  project,  the  families 
having  come  from  various  geographic  sections  of  the  Nation,  each 
family  carrying  with  it  the  habits, . attitudes,  and  customs  of 
its  old  location.    This  particular  stud:/  has  to  do  largely  with 
the  material  elements  in  the  family  levels  of  living"  in  the  two 
communities. tt  -  Foreword. 

A  table'  on  p.  7  and  a  chart  on  p.  8  show  the  percentage  dis- 
tribution of  total  goods,  and  services  consumed',  by  value-of- 
••  living  groups,  37  farm-laborer  families,  Tortugas,  Hew  Mexico, 
1935. 

Similar  information  for  65  families  on  the  Tule.Lake  project 
is  given  in  a  chart  on  p.  24  and  a  table  on  p.  26. 

122.  Lodmis,  Charles  P.,  and  Dodson,  L.  S.       Standards  of  living  in  four 

southern  Appalachian  mountain  counties.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Fa,rn 

Security  Admin.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  10,  59to.,  processed.  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  Oct.  1938.     1.95  Sol  no*  10 

Issued  in' cooperation,  with  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 

Presents  an  analysis  of  the  level  of  living  in  Avery  and  Hay- 
wood Counties, '  North  Carolina,  and  in  Magoffin  and  Morgan  Coun- 
ties, Kentucky.    Lata  are  given  for  733  open-country  farm. fami- 
lies and  83  village  non-farm  families.    Much  of  the  data  is 
given  for  value-of-living_ groups. 

123.  Loomis,  Charles.  'P. ,  Lister,  Joseph  J..,  and  Davidson,  Dwight  M.,.jr. 

Standards  of  living  in  the  Great  Lakes  cut-over  area'.    U.  S. 
Dept.  Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  13,  63pp.  ... 
Washington,  D.  C,  Sept.  1938.     1.95  Sol  no.  13 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Bureau,  of  Agricultural 
Economics. 

This  is  a  study  of  the  levels  of  living  of  850  open-country 
farm  families  and  122  village  non-farm  families  in  10  counties 
of  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  and  Michigan.  The  index  used  was  the 
total  value  of  goods  and  services  consumed  by  the  families. 

Ch.  II,  pp.  7-28,  is  concerned  with  the  total  value  of  family 
living.     Includes  tables  on  value  of  all  goods  and  services 
consumed,  distribution  of  families,  value  of  housing  and  mainte- 
nance, etc.,  classified  by  value-of-living  groups. 

124.  Loomis,  Charles  P.,  and  Davidson,  Dwight  M. ,  jr.      Standards  of  living 

of  the  residents  of  seven  rural  resettlement  communities.    U.  S» 
Dept.  Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin.   Social  Res.  Rpt.  11,  93pp., 
processed.    Washington,  D. .C*,  Oct.  1938.     1.95  Sol  no.  11 
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Issued  ir.  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Agricultural 
Economics. 

This  is  an  analysis  of  the  level  of  living  of  families  in 
the  resettlement  projects  of  Ashwood  Plantation,  Leo  County, 
S.  C. ,  Bosque  Farms,  Valencia  County,  N.  Hex.,  Cumberland  Moun- 
tain Farms,  Jackson  County,  Ala.,  Cumberland  Homesteads,  Cumber- 
land County,  Tenn. ,  Byess  Colony,  Mississippi  County,  Ark., 
Penderlea  Homesteads,  lender  County,  11.  C,  and  Ropesville  Sarnsf 
Hockley  County,  Texas;  and  of  70  Neighborhood  families"  near 
the  3osque  and  Cumberland  Homesteads  projects, 

"The  total  value  of  goods  and  services  consumed  for  family- 
living  purposes  was  used  as  an  index  of  the  level  of  living  of 
the  families.  11    Value  of  living  groups  ere  discussed  on  pp.  15-17. 
Table  4,  p.  16,  shows  the  classification  of  families  according 
to  value-^of-living  groups  and  type  of  residence,  1935. 

Sor.e  of  the  other  tables,  and  a  chart  on  p.  24,  contain  in- 
formation classified  by  value-of -living  groups. 

125.  Lough,  William  K.      High-level  consumption;  its  behavior;  its  conse- 

quences, by  William  H.  Lough. ..with  the  assistance  of  Martin 
K.  Cainsbrugh.    345r»p.    Hew  York  and  London,  McGraw-Hill  book 
co.,  inc.,  1935.     380.12  L92 

A  folded  bar  chart  between  pp.  158  and  159  gives  a  conspectus 
of  records  of  family  expenditure  studies  at  different  income 
levels.     The  date  of  the  study,  locality  or  country  covered, 
number  of  families,  occupation  or  class,  average  outgo  in  current 
dollars,  and  inflating— deflating  index  applied  to  current  dollars 
are  given.    References  to  the  sources  of  the  figures  are  also 
given.     Several  farm  studios  are  included. 

Appendix  G,  Notes  on  Estimates  and  Conclusions  in  "America's 
Capacity  to  Consume, »  pp.  320-330. 

126.  McCord,  J.  E.      A  farm  management  survey  of  Tioga  county,  Pennsylvania. 

Pa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  282,  31pp.     State  College,  1932. 

Study  based  on  608  records  obtained  from  individual  farmers. 
Table  7  shows  distribution  of  labor  incomes  by  size  groups.  A 
bar  graph  on  the  cover  also  shows  distribution  of  plus  and  minus 
labor  income. 

127.  McCord,  J.  3.      F^rm  practices  and  management  ir.  central  Pennsylvania. 

Pa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  3ul.  379,  101pp.     State  College,  1939. 

A  chapter  on  Financial  Organization  has  a  section  on  Profits 
which  hp.s  a  bar  graph  showing  far",  income,  receipts  and  expenses, 
Centre  County  fa.rms  annually,  1931-1937,  by  size  groups;  another 
showing  how  labor  incomes  were  derived  and  illustrating  gross 
receipts,  farm  income  and  labor  incone  annually,  1931-37  for 
size  groups;  and  a  third  showing  distribution  of  labor  incomes 
on  99  farms  for  the  7-year  period  by  size  groups.    A  table,  p.  66, 
shows  relation  of  total  receipts  to  labor  income  and  other 
factors  (the  receipts  classified  by  size  groups)  . 
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128.  McCormick,  T.  C.      Farm  standards  of  living  in  Faulkner  county, 

.Arkansas.    Ark.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  279,  39pp.  Fayetteville, 
1932. 

This  "bulletin  reports  on  a  survey  of  385  farn  families.  Data 
on  net  cash  income  and  total  net  annual  income,  "both  classified 
by  size  groups  and  tenure  for  1924,  are  given,  pp.  7-9  . 

129.  McKinley,  Bruce.      An  economic  study  of  249  dairy  farms  in  Florida. 

Fla.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  246,  119pp.    Gainesville,  1932. 

In  collecting  the  data  "the  only  selection  made  was. that  farms 
with  fewer  than  six  cows  were  not  used,  but  all  other  dairy  farms, 
►    •  regardless  of  the  size  of  the  herd,  were  included  where  the  in- 

formation could  be  secured.     The  number  of  usable  farms  in  the 
.  Jacksonville  district  was  64,  in  the  Miami  district  36,  in  the 
Tampa  district  58,  in  the  St.  Petersburg  district  24,  in  the 
Orlando  district  38,  and  in  the  Ocala  district  29,  making  a  total 
of  249  farms. " 

Variations  in  estimates  placed  by ,  the  249  operator's  on  the 
value  of  their  time,  1927,  are  given  by  size  groups,  and  varia- 
ticns  in  labor  incomes,  by  si?.e  groups  for  each  of  the  districts 
under  study,  for  1927,  are  given  on  p.  57. 

130.  Maine.  University.  College,  of  agriculture  (-Extension  service^.  Sun- 

■   nary" of  Maine  home' accounts,  1933-34.     11pp.,  processed.  c0rono, 
1934]    Off.  Expt.  Sta.  Libr. 

A  summary  of  122  heme  accounts  "classified  according  to  the 
different  levels  of  expenditures  and  the  size  of  the  families*" 
Summaries  for  other  years  have  been  issued. 

131.  Miller,  Frank.      Income  levels  of  contract  beet  woi-kers  in'  Nebraska. 

Nebr.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  335,  23pp'.    Lincoln,  1941. 

This  is  a  study  of  income  levels  of  beet  workers  in  Scotts 
Bluff  and  Morrill  Counties,  1940.  A  chart  on  p.  11  shows  the 
average  family  income  by  size  of  income. 

132.  Miller,  H.  I.,  and  Blow,  T.  H.      The  effect  of  farm  organization  on 

the  incomes  of  30  farmers  in  Caledonia  c.ounty,  Vermont,  Oct.  1, 
1937  to  September  30,  1938.  Vt.Univ.Agr.Col.3xt, Serv.  Brieflet 
539,  12pp.,  processed.    Burlington,  1939.     275,29  V59E  no.  539 

A  chart  showing  the  distribution  of  labor  income  is  given 
on  p.  7. 

133.  Miller,  E.  I.      A  study  of  the  farm  business  of  68  farms  in  Essex 

county,  Vermont,  January  1,  1937-Dec ember  31,  1937.    Vt.  Univ.Agr. 

Col. Ext. Serv.  .  Brieflet  506,  18p-p. ,  processed.  Burlington, 

1938.     275.29  V59E  no.  506 

The  distribution  of  labor  income  is  shown  in  a  chart  on  p.  9, 
Similar  studies  of  58  farms  in  Bennington  County,  published 

as  Brieflet  503;  160  farms  in  Grand  Isle  County,  July  1,  1939- 

June  30,  1940,  published  as  Brieflet  592  (gross  income,  by  size 

groups,  is  included  in  table  13,  p.  16);  and  74  farms  in  northern 

Orleans  County,  published  as  Brieflet  545. 
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134.  Misr.o.r,  S.  G-.      Jeononic  studies  of  dairy  faming  dn  New  York.  XIII. 

100  Grade  A  farms  in  the  Tully-Honer  area,  crop  year  1936. 
'  IT.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  696,  59pp.    Ithaca,  1938. 
"This  report  is  the  fourth  in  a  series  giving  the  incomes 
for  farms  of  the  'sane  typo  for  the  sane  area  at  five-years 
intervals,"  and  reports  on  records  that  were  obtained  for  100 
farms  that  produced  grade-A  nilk  in  the  vicinity  of  Cortland, 
Koner,  and  Tully,  in  Cortland  County.    Table  39  includes  figures 
for  Honor  and  Tully  for  proportion  of  number  of  farns  and  cumu- 
lative iroportion  of  number  of  farms,  by  labor  income  per  operator, 
by  value  of  operator1 s  privileges,  by  value  of  crops  sold,  and 
by  dollars  of  total  receipts  per  farm.    All  these  are  classified 
by  size  groups. 

135.  Misner,  S.  G. ,  and  Hoeckcr,  R.  ¥.      A  farm  management  study  of  100 

dairy  and  cash  crop  farms  in  southern  Onondaga  county,  year 
ended  March  31,  1939.    N.  Y.  (Cornell)  State  Col.  Agr.  Dept.  Agr. 
Econ".  and  Earn  Mangt.  A.  E.  294,  26pp.,  processed.  Ithaca, 
Dec.  1939.    281.9  C81  no.  294 

Data  are  for  the  year  ended  Mar.  31,  1939.     "The  work  was 
done  in  cooperation  with  the  Onondaga  County  Fam  Bureau. " 

Variation  in  labor  income  is  shown  in  table  5,  p.  7. 

136.  Monroe,  Day.      Patterns  of  living  of  farm  families.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr. 

Farmers  in  a  Changin.;;  World.    Yearbook  of  Agriculture  1940,  pp. 
648-869.    Washington,  D.  C,  1940.-    1  Ag84Y 

"During  the  past  40  years,  the  author  points  out,  consumption 
patterns  of  farm  families'  have  change:!  ~.orc  than  those  of  urban 
families.     'Whether  these  changes  have  increased  the  well-being 
of  the  rural  population  is  a  matter  on  which  there  is  no  general 
agreement  because  of  differences  in  men's  viewpoints  and  philoso- 
phies.'   Whatever  the  viewpoint,  presenting  these  patterns  in 
outline  'provides  a  better  understanding  of  certain  human  prob- 
lems connected  with  agriculture.'    Here,  then,  are  the  most  re- 
cent figures  on  what  farm  families  at  three  income  levels  - 
moderate,  relatively  high,1  and  lovr  -  are  able  to  command  in  the 
way  of  food,  housing,  household  conveniences,  transportation  and 
communicption  facilities,  clothing,  personal  and  medical  care, 
recreation  and  education."  -  p.  848. 

Statistical  tables  and  charts  are  from  the  Gonsumer  Purchases 
Study  and  from  reports  on  consumer  incomes  and  expenditures  nade 
by  the  National  Resources  Committee. 

137.  Mosher,  M.  L.,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Earn  practices  and  their  effects 

on  farm  earnings.     111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Dul.  444,  pp.  471-604. 
Urbana,  1938. 

The  secon'4  part  of  this  study  contains  a  section  on  Differences 
in  Earnings  Among  Fifty-Seven  Farms,  1925-1934,  pp.  538-555, 
which  has  a  <jraph  (p.  541)  showing  income  trends  during  the  ten 
year  period  of  the  most  profitable,  the  least  profitable,  and 
all  fifty-seven  farms,  classified  by  income  classes. 
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138.  Mosher,  M.  L. ,  and  others.      Tenth  annual  report  of  the  farm  bureau- 

farm  management  service  for  the  farms  of  335  cooperators  on 
the  higher-valued  land  in  north  central. Illinois  for  the  year 
1934, .  by  M.  L.  Mosher,  J.'  B.  Andrews,  J.  B.  Cunningham,  and 
H.  C.  M.  Case.     111.  Univ.  Agr.  Col.  Dept.  Agr-.  Econ.  M-473, 
25pp.,  processed.    Urbana,  1935.     275.29  I162Fa 

"Department  of  Agricultural  Economics,  College  of  Agriculture, 
University  of  Illinois,  Urbana,  in  cooperation  with  Farm  Bureaus 
in  Fourteen  Counties, " 

nThe  335  farms  included  in  this  report  are  all  on  the  higher- 
valued  land  of  the  following  counties:  DeKalb,  Kendall,  Grundy, 
LaSalle,  Marshall,  Putnam,  Henry,  Stark,  Knox,  Peoria,  Woodford, 
Livingston,  McLean,  and  Tazewell." 

A  table,  p.  2,  shows  number  of  farms  in  various  size  groups 
of  net  income  on  investment. 

139.  Muse,  Marianne,  and  Openshaw,  Margaret  S.       Income-  and  expenditures 

of  299  Vermont  village  families.    Vt.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  450, 
'46pp.    Burlington,  1939. 

•  :,   The  information  presented  in  this  bulletin  was  "collected 
.  .    during  1936  as  a  part  of  the  large-scale  study  of  consumer  pur- 
chases, a  cooperative  project  financed  by  the  Works  Progress  Ad- 
ministration and  conducted  by  the  Federal  Bureaus  of  Home  Eco- 
nomics and  of  Labor  Statistics."    The  families  surveyed  lived 
in  Essex  Junction,  Chittenden  County,  Northfield  and  Waterbury, 
Washington  County,  Richford  and  Swanton,  Franklin  County,  and 
Bristol,  Addison  County. 

Cash  incomes,  pp.'  11-12.     Twenty-six  tables  on  pp.  32-46  sum- 
marize the  information  collected.    Among  the  tables  are  the  fol- 
lowing: Classification  according  to  income  levels  and  family 
types,,  table  2;  average  amounts  and  percentages  of  net  cash  in- 
cone  from  various  sources  for  299  village  families,  for  147 
wage  earners'  families,  for  56  clerical  workers'  families,  for 
40  independent  business  and  professional  families,  and  for  56 
sala-ried  business  and  professional  families,  classified  by  cash- 
income  levels,  tables  5-9,  respectively. 

140.  Muse,  Marianne.      The  standard  of  living  on  specific  owner-operated 

Vermont  farms.     Vt.  Agr.  Expt.   Sta.  Bui.  340,  54pp.  Burlington, 
1932. 

"Standards  of  living  were  studied  from  detailed  household  ac- 
counts kept  for  one  or  more  years  in  74  homes  situated  on  owner- 
operated  Vermont  dairy  farms."  -  p.  2. 

Gross  cash  income  and  its  distribution,  pp.  22-24.     Table  5, 
p.  23,  shows  gross  ca.sh  receipts  and  gross  distribution  of  cash 
expenditures,  size  of  gross  cash  receipts.     Table  6  (folded,  be- 
tween pp.  24  and  25)  shows  the  average  distribution  of  living 
expenditures  and  distributions  for  different  income  levels. 
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141.  National  bureau  of  economic  research.      Income  in  the  United  States; 

its  amount  and  distribution  1909-1919,  by  the  Staff  of  the 
National  bureau  of  econonic  research,  incorporated,  Willford  I. 
King,  Oswald  V.  Knauth,  Frederick  R.  Macaulay;  edited  by  Vfesley 
C.  Mitchell.      Volume  II.  Detailed  Report,    New  York,  1922. 
234  N21 

Ch.  24  deals  with  Farmers'  Income  and  contains  two  tables, 
pp.  308-309,   showing  number  and  percent  of  farmers  in  various 
labor  income  brackets  1910-1915  and  1916-1918.    Data  are  based 
on  "an  unpublished  distribution  of  11,000  farmers'  incomes  made 
by  the  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Farm  Economics.     !Labor  Income1  is  de- 
fined as  the  amount  of  income  remaining  after  deducting  all  ex- 
penses including  a  5  per  cent  return  on  the  estimated  invested 
capital. " 

Volume  I,  published  in  1921,  is  the  Summary  volume. 

142.  Now  Jersey.  Commission  to  investigate  the  employment  of  migratory 

children  in  the  state  of  New  Jersey.    Report.    131pp.  Trenton, 
IT.  J.,  IvacCrellish  &  Quigley  co.,  printers,  1931.    283  N46 

'Earnings  of  a  Family  per  Whole  Season,  pp.  54-55,  has  a  table 
showing  number  of  families  in  1929  and  expected  number  in  1930 
falling  within  various  gross  income  groups.    Another  table,  p»  33, 
chows  number  of  families  in  each  of  a  series  of  groups  by  amount 
of  cash  which  they  brought  to  Philadelphia  from  New  Jersey  fa.rms. 

143.  Nicholls,  W.  D.,  3-^ndurant,  John  H. ,  and  Galloway,  Z.  L.      Family  in- 

comes and  land  utilization  in  Knox  county.     Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bul.  375,  pp.  15  5-219.    Lexington,  1937. 

"The  territory  concerned  in  the  present  study  included  all 
the  land  in  two  contiguous  magisterial  districts  in  Knox  county, 
comprising  approximately  53,000  acres  making  up  the  entire  drain- 
age basin  of  Stinking  Creek,  one  of  the  important  tributaries  of 
Cumberland  River."    A  section  of  this  study,  Farm  Receipts  and 
Spendable  Income,  pp.  163-165,  contains  brief  figures  (p.  164) 
on  distribution  of  spendable  income  after  form  expenses  were  paid. 

144.  Nicholls,  W.  D. ,  and  Hawthorne,  E.'W.      Farm  management  and  incomes 

of  farm  families  in  Laurel  county,  Kentucky.     Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bul,  305,  pp.  219-283.    Lexington,  1930. 

"This  report  presents  an  analysis  of  the  farm  business  and 
the  sources  and  us'es  of  the  income  of  203  farm  families  for  the 
farm  year  1927.    Laurel  County  was  selected  for  the  study  because 
it  was  representative  of  a  considerable  area  of  the  foothill  and 
mountain  'territory  of  Eastern  Kentucky.     The  study  included  the 
territory  comnrising  eight  school  districts."  -  p.  274. 

Table  2,  p.  228,  shows  the  kinds  and  amounts  of  income  and 
outgo  of  the  families,  classified  by  amount  of  cash  income. 

145.  Nicholls,  W.  D. ,  and  Rouse,  V.  L.      Farm  organization  and  family  in- 

comes in  Knott  county,  Kentucky.  Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bul.  351,pp. 
141-184..    Lexington,  1934. 
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"This  report  presents  an. analysis  of  the  income a" and  farm 
"businesses  of  representative'  farm  families  in  Knott  County, 
"based  on  226  records  for  the  farm  year  ending  April  1,  1930, 
and  25  records  for  the  year  ending  April  1,  1932.  "    The  study 
is  part  of  a  comprehensive  economic  and  social  study  carried 
on  "by  the  College  of  Agriculture  of  the  University  of  Kentucky 
and  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture.     .  " 

;    'While  information  on  income  is  found  in  "both  sections  of  the 
report,  sources  of  income,  are  discussed  particularly  on  pp. 
146-154.    Five  tables.,  show:  sources  of  income,  averages  for 
228  farm  operators''  in,  four  magisterial  districts,  1929  and  for 
25  families  in  1929  and  1931;  income  received  by  farm  opera/tors 
from  gratuities,  such  as  pensions,  gifts,  and  earnings  of  members 
of  the  family  other  than  the  operator;  number  of  families  with 
spendable  incomes  of  specified  amounts,  1929;  value  of  family 
living  furnished  by  the  farm;  family  living  from  the  farm,  aver- 
age* by  districts,  1929.        -  - 

146.  Mcholls,  ¥.  D. .     Farm  tenancy  in  central  Kentucky.    Ky.  Agr.  Expt. 

Sta.  Bui.  303,, pp.. 123-185.    Lexington,  1930. 

,rThe  chief  objects  of  this  study  cto  which  more  than  500 
tenants  and  landlords  contributed]'  were  to  ma.ke  available  facts 
concerning  the  present  status  and.  trend  of  tenancy  in  this  im- 
portant agricultural  area,  the  condition  of  tenants  with  respect 
to  property  ownership,  standards  of  living,  personal  and  com- 
munity relations  of  tenants  and  their . families,  the  earnings  of 
landlords  from  tenant-operated  land,  the  important  factors  de- 
termining satisfactory  ea.rr.ings  of  tenants  and  landlords,  and 
other  significant  facts  bearing  on  the  tenancy  problem. n  -  p.  127. 

Table  10,  p.  159,  shows  the  percent  of  tenants  having  gross 
receipts  of  specified  amounts',-  and  table  12,  p.  161,  shows  the 
percent  of  tenants  having  labor  incomes  of  specified  amounts, 
in  1924,  1926,  and  1927,  and  average  for  the  three  years. 

147.  ,  Oliver,  Jonas  G.      The  east  middle  Georgia  region.     Ga.  Univ.  Col. 

Agr.  Agr.  Ext.  Div.  Bui.  21(426):  1-18.     cAthens3  1933.  276  G29B 

Harm  and  family  income,  pp.  .13^15.    A  business -summary,  by 
income  groupings.,  175  farms,  is  given  in  table  VII,  p.  12. 
Family  living  and  family  expense,  by  income  groupings,  175 
farms,  is  given  in  table  IX,.  p.  14. 

148.  Oyler,  Merton.      Cost  of  living  and  population  trends  in  Laurel  county, 

Kentucky.    Ky.  Agr.  Expt.'  Ct'a.  Bui.  301,  pp.  65-90.  Lexington, 
1930. 

"This  study  is  a  section  of  a  larger  study  of  land  utilization 
in  Laurel  County,  made  in  1938  by  the  Kentucky  Agricultural  Ex- 
periment Station  and  the  Division  of  Land  Economics  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture. "    Three  hundred  families  were 
interviewed  in  this  county  which  is-  typical  of  a  large  region  of 
marginal  or  near  marginal  farm  land. 

Table  1,  p.  70,  shows  the  number  of  families  in  given  cost  of 
living  groups. 
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149.  Oyler,  Merton,  Rose,  W.  W. ,  and  Eicholls,  V/.  D.      Part- tine  faming 

"by  negroes  near  Lexington!  Kentucky.    Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bul# 
365,  pp.  107-121.    Lexington,  1936. 

The  data  upon  which  this  report  is  based  cover  the  year 
Mar*  31,  1933  to  Mar.  31,  1934,  and  were  obtained  "from  104 
negroes  living  on  snail  tracts  of  land  near  Lexington,  costly 
Within  Fayette  County. " 

Tables  1,  2,  4,  and  5,  give  the  following  information,  grouped 
by  size  of  operator's  outside  incone:  analysis  of  income,  analysis 
of  expenses,  analysis  of  operator's  labor  earnings,  and  amount 
of  tine  operator  worked  on  and  nff  hone  tract. 

Table  S  shows  the  value  of  food  products  furnished  by  the  hone 
tract  in  relation  to  operator' s  net  earnings  (grouped  by  size  of 
earnings)  fron  hone  tract. 

150.  Oyler,  Merton,  and  Hone,  W.  W.      Part-time  faming  in  four  representa- 

tive areas  if  Ksntucky.    Ky.  Agr.  Eypt.  Sta.  Bui.  35S,  pp.  121- 
149.    Lexington,  1935. 

This  report  is  based  on  data  collected  fron  329  part- tine 
white  farmers  near  Louisville,  Lexington,  P.ichnond,  Corbin,  and 
Barbcurville.    The  period  covered  is  for  the  year  ended  March 
31,  1934. 

Contains  tables  analyzing  incomes,  expenses  and  labor  earnings 
grouped  by  size  of  operator1 s  outside  income;  capital  and  operat- 
ing expenses  of  part-time  fervors  by  operator1 s  outside  incone 
groups  and  tenure;  relation  of  operator's  outside  incone  (by 
size  classes)  to  farm  work;  relation  of  cash  farn  receipts  (by 
size  groups)  to  net  earnings  from  the  f^.rn;  and  items  of  farn 
business  and  value  of  food  products  furnished  by  the  farn  in  re- 
lation to  net  earnings  fron  the  farm,  classified  by  size  groups. 

151.  Oyler,  Merton.      The  standard  of  living  of  farn  families  in  Grayson 

county,  Kentucky.    Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  316,  pp.  127-159. 
Lexington,  1931. 

This  is  a  study  of  the  standard  of  living  of  138  representa- 
tive farn  families  in  a  region  of  low  incomes  and  diversified 
farming  in  192?» 

Table  1,  p.  133,  summarizes  the  income  and  outgo  of  the 
families  surveyed,  classified  by  amount  of  cash  income.  Tables 
7,  9,  11,  vp.  152-159,  give  detailed  summaries  for  groups  clas- 
sified by  amount  of  cosh  incone  of  the  f ollcv/ing:  family  living; 
social  relationships;  church  membership  and  attendance  of  operators 
and  homo makers  as  related  to  ownership  of  automobiles  and  amount 
of  cash  income;  number  of  miles  from  hone  to  church. 

152.  Fatten,  Mary  Brown,  and  Beall,  Thelna.      Summary  of  Ohio  farn  family 

living  costs  for  1936.     Columbus,  Ohio  State  university,  College 
of  agriculture  and  domestic  science,  Agricultural  extension 
service,  Sept.  1937f    275.2  0h32Su 

This  is  an  analysis  of  the  expenditures  of  24  Ohio  farn 
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families.    A  table  on  p.  '3,  shows  nutiber  of  fanilies,  average 
size  of  family  and  average  .cash  expenditures,  "by  cash  expendi- 
tures groups. 

153.  Pennsylvania.  Agricultural  experiment  station.     .Science  for  the 

farmer.    -53rd  annual  report,  1939/40.    Pa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui. 
399,  76pp.     State  College;  1940.      '  ' 

Parm  records  indicate  trend,  pp..  56-57.     This  is  a  report 
of  the  ninth  year. of  a  farm  management-  records  project,  which 
is  under  the  management  of  J.  E.  McCord.     137  records  were  se- 
cured from  Centre  County  farmers.    A  chart  shows  the  distribu- 
tion of  average  labor  incomes  over  a  nine-year  period,  1931-1939, 

154.  Pond,  G.  A.,  Ranney,  W«  P.,  and  Crickman,  C.  W.      Factors  causing 

variations  in  earnings  among  dairy  farmers  in  southeastern  ,  ' 
Minnesota.    Minn.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  3ul.  314,  83pp.  University 
-  1        farm,-  -  St.  Paul,  1934.  ;  ' 

Variations  in  Earnings  of  Identical  Farms  from.  Year  to  Year, 
pp.  81-26,  has  bar  graphs  showing  ranked  array  of  average  oper- 
ators labor  earnings  of  35  farmers  for  ea,ch  of  five  years  and 
the  average,  year-to-year  changes  in  the  rank  of  individual  farns 
in  operator's  labor  earnings  for  nine  farms  selected  from  the 
groups  of  35,  range  in  operator1 s  labor  earnings  by  years, 
1928-32;  and  bar  graphs  on  pp.  57  and  71  show  distribution  of 
farms  classified  according  to  index  of  returns  over  feed  cost 
■  from  livestock  other  than  cows,  120  farms,  and  average  adjusted 
operator's  labor  earnings  on  farms  grouped  according  to  number 
of  selected  factors  in  which  the  farmer  was  above  average. 

155.  The  Progressive  farmer  and  southern  ruralist.      How  southern  farm 

families  spend  their  money,  a  consumer  purchase  survey  projection* 
36,  11pp. ,"  processed.     clTew  York?  1939  ?jj     284.4  P94 

"Based  on  the  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Bureau 
of  Home  Economics     'Study  of  Consumer  Purchases'  and  National 
Resources  Committee's  'Consumer  Incomes  in  the  United  States.1"  - 
p.  3. 

"The  purpose  of  this  projection. .. is  to  examine  separately, 
and  by  income  groups,  the  expenditures  of  Southern  farmers  for 
family  living. 

"The  estimates. .  .are  preliminary,  and.  are,  subject  to  revision 
when  the  National  Resources  Committee  publishes  its  estimates." 

Tables  show  the  percentage  of  southern  farmers  within  various 
farm  income  groups  and  expenditures  of  each  group  for  given  pur- 
poses.    The  appendix  gives  expenditures  of  farm  families  in  vari- 
ous income  groups  by  classifications  for  the  southern,  Hew  England, 
north  central,  mountain  and  plain,  and  Pacific  regions,  and  per- 
cent and  number  of  farm  families  in  the  various  income  groups 
1935-36  for  each  of  the  four  last-named  regions  above.     Da,ta  on 
percent- and  number  of 'families  within  income  groups  for  the 
southern  region  are  given  on  p.  9. 
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156.  Puboln,  3en  H.      Part-tine  faming  in  Washington*     Wash.  AgT.  Sxpt. 

Sta.  Bill.  316,  47pp.    Pullman,  1935. 

"The  purpose  of  this  study  is  to  present  information  depict- 
ing the  organization  of  part-tine  farms  in  the  several  areas 
stvidied  (Fig.  1)  together  with  data  concerning  type  of  farm, 
source  and  amount  of  income,  occupation  of  operator,  and  other 
phases  of  part-time  farming."  -  p.  7. 

A  bar-chart  on  p.  16  shows  part-time  farms  classified  "by 
value  groups  showing  gross  value  of  farm  production,  value  of 
cash  sales  from  farms,  and  farm  expenses  of  production,  1933» 

Table  5,  p.  19,  shows  owner-oporated  part-time  farms  classi- 
fied "by  amount  of  family  living  expenses,  1933, 

157.  Putnam,  ?.  L.      1937  farm  "business  analysis  105  Connecticut  poultry 

farms  account  "book  records.    27pp.,  processed.     Storrs,  Con- 
necticut State  college,  Extension  service  c1933?3    Off.  Expt. 
Stas.  Libr. 

Charts  on  r>»  20  show  range  in  labor  incomes,  "by  farms. 
Variations  in  important  factors  on  each  of  the  105  farms, 
farms  averaged  in  the  order  of  labor  incomes,  pp.  24-27. 

158.  Rankin,  John  0.      Housing  and  house  operation  costs  on  Nebraska  farms. 

Eebr.  Agr.  Sxpt.  Sta.  3ul.  264,  41pp.    Lincoln,  1931. 

Rental  value  of  dwelling  house  per  Nebraska,  fa.rm  home  studied 
in  1924  is  given  by  tenure  and  expenditure  groups  on  p.  36,  and 
furniture  and  furnishings,  by  tenure  and  expenditure  groups  are 
given  on  p.  33. 

159.  Rankin,  John  0.,  and  Hinnan,  Eleanor  E.      A  summary  of  the  standard 

of  living  in  rTebra.ska  fa.rm  homes.    ITebr.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui. 
267,  36pp.    Lincoln,  1932. 

Analysis  is  ma.de  of  the  families  studied  in  342  farm  homes, 
by  tenure  and  expenditure  groups.     Tables  include  the  following 
data  by  expenditure  groups:  persons  per  household  and  family 
and  person-months  of  transients  boarded;  average  age  and  ex- 
perience of  operators  and  homena.kers;  age  distribution  of  opera- 
tors; age  distribution  of  homemakers;  education  of  operators, 
hom'emakere  and  children;  size  and  value  of  farm  and  farm-house; 
percentage  reporting  income  from  non-farm  sources. 

150.    Reid,  fergarot  C. ,  and  Britton,  Virginia.      Iowa  incomes  as  reported 
in  income  tax  returns.     Iowa.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Pes.  Bui.  236, 
pp.  115-139.     Ames,  1938. 

"In  this  study  are  presented  important  faxts  concerning  Iowa 
incomes  as  reporced  in  (l)  federal  income  ta.x  returns,  and  (2) 
the  state  Of  Iowa,  income  tax  returns.     Da.ta.  concerning  these 
are  brought  together  from  official  publications.    In  addition 
a  random  sample  of  Iowa  income  tax  returns  for  1934  incomes  is 
analyzed. * 

The  study  conta.ins  numerous  tables  and  charts,  giving  figures 
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classified  by  size  of  income  for  income  derived  from  various 
sources,  for  incomes  in  communities  of  various  sizes,  for  in- 
-    comes  of  persons:  having;  a  specified  number  of  dependents,  and 
income  by  occupation.,  "Data  are  included  for  both  the  farm 
and  non-farm  population.  . 

161.  .  Reuss,  Caxl  P.,  and  Pisher,  Lloyd  E.      The  adjustment  of  new  settlers 

•  in.  the  Yakima  Valley,  Washington.    Wash.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  3ul» 
397,  48pp.    Pullman,.  1941  • 

"Rural  sociology  series  in  population,  no.  6." 

"Pield  interviews,  with  a  sample  of  250  recently  settled 
families  in  the  Yakima  Valley  of  Washington,  using  a  schedule 
comparable  to  one  used  in  a  similar  .study  in  California,  pro- 
vided the  primary  source  of  data  upon  which  this  report  is 
based. ,f  -  p.  6. 

Adjustment  of  new  settlers  in  Yakima  as  measured  by  earnings 
.  and  employment,  pp.  24-33.     Table  4,  p.  26,  shows  frequency  dis- 

•  tribution  of  total  income  by  income  source  groups,  228  migrant 
families,  and  by  amount  of  income. 

162.  .  Reuss,  Carl  P.,  Landis,  Paul  H> ,  and  .Wakefield,  Richard.  Migratory 

.    farm  labor  and  the  hop  industry  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  with 

special  application  to  problems  of  the  Yakima  Valley,  Washington. 
Wash.  Agr.  Sxpt.  Sta.  Bui.  363,  63pp.    Pullman,  1938.  . 
"Rural  sociology  series  in  farm  labor,  no.  3. " 
This  study  covers  the  1937  harvest. 

Table  5,  p.  54,  gives  a  comparison  of  selected  social  and 
economic  characteristics  of  relief  and  non-relief  cases  among 
hop  pickers  interviewed.     Included  are  income  statistics  by  size 
of  income. 

163.  Reuss,  Carl  P.,  and  Pisher,  Lloyd  H.      ITew  settlers  in  Yakima  Valley, 

Washington.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Migration  and 
Settlement  on  the  Pacific  Coast.  Rpt.  8,  47pp.,  processed. 
Washington,  P.  C,  Aug.  1941.    1.941  R4M58l'no.  8 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  Washington  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station. 

Adjustment  of  new  settlers  in  Yakima,  as  measured  by  earnings 
and  employment,  pp.  19-28.     Table  4,  p.  22,  shows  the  frequency 
distribution  of  total  income  by  income  source  groups,  228  migrant 
families  relocated  in  Yakima.    Avei\?,ge  annual  fa.mily  income  re- 
ceived by  228,  76,  39,  and  96  families,  respectively,  June  1938- 
May  1939,  is  given  in  tables  6-9,  pp.  42-45. 

164.  Reuss,  G.  H.      The  organization  and  financial  returns  of  129  small 

sized  Louisiana  cane  farms,  1930.    La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  224, 
39pp.    Baton  Rouge,  1931. 

"The  business  organization  and  financial  statements  were 
secured  from  129  farms  at  the  end  cf  the  1930  harvest  season* 
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These  farms  were  located  in  Vermilion,   St.  Martin,  Iberia,  St. 
Mary,  Assumption,  'Ascension,  and  Iberville  parishes.  Statements 
of  crop  sales  and'  of  payroll  expenditures  wore  available  from 
the  private  records  of  many  planters.     Inventories  and  all  other 
items  not  kept  in  record  form:  were  obtained  by  the  survey  method. 
The  individual  farms  were  selected  at  randon  throughout  the  area 
covered  so  as  to  represent  a  cross  section  or  illustrative  group 
near  the  true  average  of  all  farms  of  this  type." 

Graphs  show  relationship  between  net  cash  income  and  size  of 
farm  on  59  farms  having  positive  and  70  having  negative  incomes, 
relationship  between  net  farm  income  and  proportion  of  crop  land 
in  cane  on  107  farms,  between  net  cash  income  and  acreage  in 
cane  on  61  farms  having  positive  incomes,  between  farm  income 
and  labor  index  on  107  farms,  and  between  net  cash  income  and 
yield  of  cane  on  69  farms  have  positive  cash  incomes.    All  data 
. '        .       ' are  for  1930. 

165.  Richardson,  Jessie  E.      (Quality  of  living  in  Montana  farm  homes  from 

accounts  kept  by  forty  families  during  the  year  1929-30.  Mont. 
Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  260,  45pp.,  -f  XVIpp.    Bczeman,  1932. 
Literature  cited,  p.  44. 

The  families  which  cooperated  in  the  study  were  located  in 
Valley,  Yellowstone,  Gallatin,  Fergus,  Lev/is  and  Clark,  Missoula, 
and  Sanders  Counties.    A  bar  graph,  p.  9,  shows  distribution  of 
gross  cash  incomes  of  the  farm  families  reporting  by  size  of 
.income  groups,  and  another,  p.  26,  shows  distribution  of  the 
value  of  farm  produce  used. per  year  by  the  families  (classified 
by  size  groups). 

166.  Rochester,  M.  C,  and  Steanson,  Oscar.      Farm  adjustments  in  Saluda 

county,  South  Carolina.     S.  C.  Agr,  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  315,  80pp. 
Clemson,  1938. 

Farm  income,  pp,  42-50. 

Selected  factors  associated  with  farm  an4,  labor  income  in 
groups  of  farms  ranked  by  size  of  labor  income,  by  percentage 
of  cultivated  land  in  cash'  crops,  and  by  size  of  farm,  1935, 
table  30,  p.  56. 

167.  Rouse,  V,  L.      Factors  for  successful  f-rm  management  in  Todd,  Chris- 

tian and  Warren  counties.    Ky.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  347,  pp. 
17-48.    Lexington, . 1934. 

"This  report  is  based  upon  a  business  analysis  of  303  farms 
v/ithin  the  limestone  ^.rea  of  southwestern  Kentucky,  for  the 
year  1929." 

Table  10,  p.  34,  shows  relation  of  receipts  per  acre  (classi- 
fied by  size  groups)  to  labor  income  and  operator's  earnings. 

168.  Rouse,  W«  L.,  Hawthorne,  H.  W. ,  and  Galloway,   Z.  L.      Farm  organiza- 

tion and  management  in  Grayson  county.    Ky.  Agr.  Sxnt.  Sta.  Bui. 
317,  pp.  161-215.  •  Lexington,  1931. 

The  purpose  of  this  study,  made  in  the  summer  of  1929  in 
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cooperation  with,  the  U.  S:.  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics, 
was  "to  obtain  "basic  information  on  the  present  organization 
and  management  of  the  farms  and  to  determine  the  factors  that 
control  the  farmers  income.    The  study  is  an  attempt  to  deter- 
mine how  those  farmers  who  made  the  larger  incomes  did  so. 
The  survey  method  of  collecting  the  information  was  used. 
Records  were  obtained  from  254  operators  for  the  year  1928, 
"but  in  studying  the  individual  factors  affecting  profit,  only 
205  farm  records  were  used."  -  p.  165. 

Part  1,  Income  and  Outgo  of  Farm  Families,  pp.  166-169,  con- 
tains two  tables  which  show  cash  income  and  outgo  of  138  farms, 
and  amount  available  and  amount  spent  for  family  living,  grouped 
by  operator's  earnings.  , 

Among  the  other  tables  containing  information  classified  by 
amount  of  operator's  earnings  are  the  following:  Table  6,  p.  176, 
Some  of  the  more  important  factors  affecting  farm  profits;  table 
8,  p.  179,  Comparison  of  size  factors  of  205  farms;  table  9,  p» 
183,  Crop  yields  per  acre  and  their  relation  to  operator1 s  earn- 
ings; table  -21,  pp*  212-215,  Summary  of  information  on  205  farms. 

169.  Russell,  B.  A.,  and  Fulmer,  J.  L.      Costs  and  returns  and  factors 

,    for  success  on  truck  farms  in  the  new  truck  area  of  South 

Carolina.    S.  C.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  301,  64pp.    Clemson,  1935. 

Labor  income,  pp.  43-44.    Table  25  shows  variations  in  labor 
income,  distributed  by  size  groups,  for  three  areas  in  the  Hew 
Truck  Area:  Bamberg,  1929,  Fairfax,  1930,  and  Williston,  1929 
and  1931. 

This  report  supplements  Newer  Truck  Crop  Area  Studies,  A  Pre— 
liminary  Economic  Report,  by  W.  C.  Jensen  and  C.  Gunnells,  is- 
sued as  Circular  45  of  the  South  Carolina  Experiment  Station  in 
January  1931. 

170.  Sauer,  E.  L.,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Farm  business  survey  on  82  farms 

located  in  Pin  Oak  township,  Madison  county,  Illinois,  1936. 
20pp.,  processed.    TJrbana,  University  of  Illinois,  Agricultural 
experiment  station,  Dept.  of  agricultural  economics  c1937?3 
281.9  I16Fp  1936 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  Soil  Conservation  Service  and 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

The  net  income  per  farm,  by  size  groups,  is  given  on  p.  1. 

171.  Sauer,  E.  L.,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Farm  business  survey  on  58  farms 

located  in  Perryton  township,  Mercer  county,  Illinois,  1936. 
111.  Univ.  Col.  Agr.  Agr.  Ext.  Serv.  Dep^.  Agr.  Econ.  A.  E.  632, 
20pp.,  processed.    Urbana,  1937.    275.29  I162P 

"Department  of  Agricultural  Economics,  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station,  University  of  Illinois, . .and  Soli.  Conservation  Service 
and  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture  cooperating." 

A  table  on  p.  1  shows  the  number  of  farms  classified  by  in- 
come groups. 
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172.  Sauer,  E.  L. ,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Farm  business  survey  on  164  farms 

located  in  Arrowsnith  and  Dawson  townships,  McLean  county, 
Illinois.    20pp.,  prpcessod.    Urbana,  Illinois  Agricultural 
experiment  station,  Dept.  of  agricultural  economics  c1937?-j 
281.9  I16Fa  1936 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  Soil  Conservation  Service  and 
Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

A  table  on  p.  1  shows  number  of  farms  in  the  different  in- 
come groups. 

173.  Sauer,  E.  L.,  and  Case,,  H.  C.  M.      Farm  businoss  survey  rm  123  farms 

located- in  East  and  West  Marion  township,  Williamson  county, 

Illinois,  1936.     111.  Univ.  Col.  Agr.  Agr.  Ext.-  Scrv.  Dept. 

Agr.  Econ.  AE-631,  20pp.,  processed.    Urbana  c19373    275.29  1162? 

"Department  of  Agricultural  Economics,  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station,  Illinois  University  and  Soil  Conservation  Service 
and  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture 
cooperating.  " 

The  number  of  farms  surveyed  are  shown  by  income . groups  in 
a  table  on  p.  1. 

174.  Sauer,  S.  L.,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Farm  business  survey  on  65  farms 

located  in  Buckeye  and  Dakota  townships,  Stephenson  county, 
Illinois,  1936.  111.  Univ.  Col.  Agr.  Agr.  Ext.  Serv.  Dept. 
Agr.  Econ.  AS-634,  22pp.,  procossod.    Urbana  c1937?-,    275.29  I162P 

"Department  of  Agricultural  Economics,  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station,  University  of  Illinois  and  Soil  Conservation  Serv- 
ice and  3ureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agri- 
culture cooperating. 11 

A  table  njc  p.  1  shows  the  number  of  farms  classified  by  i2i- 
come  groups. 

175.  Saville,  R.  J.      Factors  in  the  organization  and  successful  operation 

of  Louisiana  rice  farms,  1930.    La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  233, 
51pp.    Baton  Rouge,  1953. 

Table  7  shows  distribution  of  farms  according  to  labor  income 
(classified  by  size  groups)  1929  and  1930. 

176.  Schruben,  L.  W.      Changes  in  not  worth  of  180  f?rm  families,  1940. 

111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  111.  Farm  Econ.,  no.  75, 
pp.  117-121.    Urbana,  1941.    275.28  115  no.  76 

Gives  data  for  differences  in  net  worth  of  180  Illinois  farm 
families  according  to  net  cash  receipts  and  not  family  earnings, 
by  size  groups,  1940.    3ar  graphs  show  differences  in  adjusted 
cash  living  expenses  and  change .in  net  work  of  the  families  ac- 
cording to  net  cash  receipts  groups  and  according  to  groups  of 
net  family  earnings,  1940. 


177. 


Schrubon,  L.  K.      Income  and  expenses  for  180  Illinois  farm  families, 
1940.     111.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Dept.  Agr.  Scon.  111.  Farm.  Econ., 
no.  77,  pp.  141-145.    Urbana,  1941.   '275.28  115  no.  77  1 
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Discusses  and  gives  figures  for  distribution  of  average  cash 
receipts  and  cash  expenses  according  to  net  family  earnings 
groups  for  180  Illinois  farn  families,  1940; *  and  average  cash 
receipts  and  cash  expenses  distributed  according  to  size  of 
net  cash  receipts.    Bar  graphs  show  farn  income  from  five 

•  sources,  farm  expense^  for  five  items,  and  living  expenses  for 
five  items,  all  according  ;to  ..size  groups  of  net  family  earnings 
for  the  180  families  in  1940.  '  "  •'• 

178.  Schuler,  Edgar  A.      Social  status,  and  farm  tenure  -  attitudes  and 

social  conditions  of  Corn  Belt  and  Cott.on'Belt  farmers.    XT.  'S.  . 
Dept.  Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin,  and  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Social  Res. 

•  Rpt.- 'IV,  253pp.,  processed.    Washington,  D.  C,  Apr.  1938. 
•  1.95  Sol  no.  4  :  *  •      "'  • 

'  A: comparison  of  tenure  classes  with  respect  to  size  of  gross 
income  is  given  on  pp.  231-233. 

179.  Scott,  V.  E.,  and  Wood,  Thella.       Summary  of  family  classification, 

farm  privilege,  and  cash  cost  of  living  by  size  of  income  groups. 
Nev.  Univ.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  and  Agr.  Ext.   Serv.-  News  Bui.  13(l): 
1-10,  processed.     Reno,  1939. 

"Earn  home  records  were  completed  for  72  Nevada  families  in 
1938.  •  This. report  includes  15  more  families  than  were  used  in 
1937...  Comparisons  are  made  with  previous  years, -but  where  dif- 
ferences seem  to  have  been  due  to  the  addition  of  new  records 
ra.ther  than  to  changes  in  management  and  xorice  level,  the  fact 
is  explained  in  the  text. 

"This  news  bulletin  is  based  on  family  income.     The  tem 
family  income  in  this  study  includes  income  from  cash  sales, 
plus  outside  income,  plus  the  changes  in  liquid  a,ssets,  less 
livestock  purchases,  plus  farm  privilege.    Only  one  family  had 
an  income  under  $1,000,  hence  the  lowest  group  was  made  up  of 
those  families  whose  incomes  were  less  than  $2,000.     The  same 
grouping  was  used  in  1937."  -  p.  I. 

A  similar  report  for  1937  was  'published  in  the  News  Bulletin, 
v.  12,  no.  2,  June  1,  1938;  the.  report  for  1936  was  published  in 
the  News  Bulletin,  v.  11,  no.  5,  Aug.  23,  1937;  and  the  report 
for  1935  in  the  News  Bulletin,  v.  1,  no.  1,  Aug.  15,  1936. 

The  report  for  1939  was  published  as  v.  1,  no.  3,  Sept.  1940,. 
of  the  Earm  Management  Bulletin,  issued  by  the  same  office. 

180.  Scoville,  G.  P.      Some  successful  farms  in  1940,  by  G.  P.  Scoville, 

assisted  by  Elizabeth  Bradley,  Mary  Taylor  and  students  in  Earn 
management  203.    N.  Y.  (Cornell)  State  Col.  Agr.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ. 
and  Earn,  Mangt.  A.  E.  337,  23pp.,  processed.     Ithaca,  Eeb,  10, 
1941.     281.9  C81  no.  337 

Number  of  farm's  making  labor  incomes  as  indicated,  p.  3« 

181.  Sims,  Newell . LeRoy,      Elements  of  rural  sociology.    Ed.  3,  690pp. 

New  York,  T.  Y. . Crowell  co.,  1940.'   (Crowell's  social  science 
series)    281.2  Si5E  '  •  •. 
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Selected  bibliography  at  end  of  each  chapter. 

Farmers'  Wealth  and  Income,  pp.  263-282,  includes  on  pp. 
278-280  a  section  on  the  distribution  of  incozie.     Table  34, 
taken  fron  an  article  by  L.  C.  Gray  in  the  Anerican  Economic 
Review,  shows  the  range  of  incono  recoived  by  farmers,  1919 
and  1920. 

Tho  farmers  standard  of  living,  pp.  283-308. 

182.  Sitterley,  J.  H. ,  and  Falconer,  J.  I.      The  farm  business  from  1929 

to  1935  on  one  hundrod  forty-one  Ohio  farms.    Ohio.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  Bui.  587,  22pp.     Woostcr,  1937. 

Table  13  shows  variation  in  net  cash  income  among  the  farms, 
by  years,  1928-1935,  noting  tho  percent  of  farmers  who  had  net 
cash  incomes  over  specified  amounts. 

183.  Smith,  T.  Lynn,  and  Fry,  Martha  Bay.      The  population  of  a  selected 

"cut-over"  area  in  Louisiana.     La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  263, 
46pp.    Baton  Rouge,  1936. 

"Cooperative  Plan  of  Raral  Research,  Federal  Emergency  Relief 
Administration,  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration  of 
Louisiana,  Louisiana  Agricultural  Experiment  Stations. " 

The  region  selected  for  study  is  located  in  the  rolling  pine- 
covered  hills  lying  between  the  Red  and  the  Mississippi  Rivers, 
in  a  region  where  the  land  has  been  considered  too  poor  for 
agriculture  and  recommended  for  retirement.     The  particular 
area  is  Ward  3  of  LaSalle  Parish  containing  o.  total  of  862 
families.    Part  of  the  study  deals  with  incomes  in  tho  area, 
and  includes  two  tables,  pp.  34-35,  showing  distribution  of 
gross  annual  incomes  among  the  families  residing*  in  the  open 
country,  by  race  (white  and  colored,  including  Indian,  families) 
and  by  industry  (agriculture,  lumber  and  others),  classified  by 
size  of  income. 

184.  Smith,  T.  Lynn,  and  Grigsby,  S.  Earl*      Tho  situation  and  prospects 

of  the  population  in  the  Black  River  settlement,  Louisiana. 
La.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  319,  42pp.    University,  1940. 

The  information  presented  in  this  bulletin  "was  obtained  by 
means  of  a  house-to-house  canvass,  in  which  137  family  heads, 
representing  97  white  families  and  40  iJegro  families,  in  a  rural 
area  of  distress  were  interviev/cd.  " 

Income,  pp.  31-33.     Includes  two  tables  which  show  annual 
cash  income,  1928,  and  total  cash  income,  1935,  by  race,  and  by 
sizo  cf  income.  ■ 

185.  Stephens,  P.  H.      Economic  studies  of  dairy  farming  in  New  York. 

XI.  Success  in  management  of  dairy  farms  as  affected  by  tho  pro- 
portion of  the  factors  cf  production.     F.  Y.   (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  Bui.  552,  45pp. . .Ithaca,  1933. 

Relation  of  value  of  operator's  labor' to  labor  income  is 
discussed  or.  pp.  •  12-15,  and  a  table  is  given  showing  this  relation 
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for  54. Chenango  County  farms,  1921-1925,  the  operator's  valua- 
.  *       tioh  of  his  own  "labor  being  given  "by  size  groups.    A  graph  on 
p*  15  shows  effect  of  labor  income  (plotted  according  to  size 
'   groups)  of  varying  ratios  of  labor  expense  to  total  farm  ex- 
pen  sej  on  the  54  farms. 

186.  Stiebeling,  Hazel  K.      Nutrition  in  relation  to  farm  income,  home- 

production,  and  land  use.    15pp.,  processed.    Washington,  D.  C, 
U.'  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture,  Bur.  of  home  economics,  1939. 
1,9  Ex891  291-39 

.   .  Address,  Mar.  3,  1939,  before  the  Regional  Extension  Confer- 

ence for  Northeastern  States,  New  York  City. 

A  chart  on  p.  3  shows  diet  rating  and  income, '  and  a  chart  on 
p.  8  shows  the  distribution  of  families  by  income,  and  alloca- 
tion of  income  to  change  in  net  worth,  farm- furnished  goods, 
'and  expenditures  for  living.    Data  are  from  the  Consumer  Pur- 
chases Study. 

187.  Stiebeling,  Hazel  K.,  and  Coons,  Callie  Mae.      Present-day  diets  in 

the  United  States.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Pood  and  Life.  Yearbook  of 
Agriculture,  1939,  pp.  296-320.    Washington,  D.  C,  1939. 
1  Ag84Y  1939 

Includes  statistics  on  expenditures  for  food  and  average 
supply  of  food  for  a  .household,  by  income  classes,  1935/36. 
Data  are  from  the  Consumer  Purchases  Study. 

188.  Successful  farming.      Concentrated  farm  buying  power.    31pp.,  folded 

map.    Des  Moines,  Iowa,  Meredith  publishing  co.,  1937.     280.329  Sol 

"This  booklet  is  based  on  the  study,   *  County  differences  in 
the  farm  market. T 11 

"The  last  decennial  Census  of  Agriculture  made  available  for 
the  first  tine  -  county  by  county  -  the  number  of  farms  by  gross 
income  groups."    A  folded  map  in  colors,  and  a  chart  on  p.  13, 
■'.  ..  show  counties  classified  by  number  of  farms  receiving  annual 
.  incomes  of  $1,500  and  more  for  each  100  square  miles.  Charts 
on  pp.  17  and  19  show  the  number  of  high-income  farms  per  100 
square  miles,  percent  of  total  farms  having  high-income,  e,nd 
total  and  high-income  farms  according  to  land  area. 

189.  Swinsoi:,  Carl  R. ,  and  Punk,  W.  C.      Economic  aspects  of  citrus-fruit 

growing  in  Polk  county,  Pla.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bui.  1435,  40pp. 
Washington,  D.  C,  1926.  '1  Ag84B  no.  1435 

Incomes  from  citrus-fruit  farms,  pp.  35-39.     Table  29,  o.  35, 
shows  the  distribution  of  incomes,  by  size  of  income,  farm  in- 
come, and  percentage  return  on  capitalize .tion  -  six- year  aver- 
ages (100  farms). 

190.  Taylor,  Carl  C. ,  Wheeler,  Helen  W. ,  and  Kirkpatrick,  Ellis  Lore. 

Disadvantaged  classes  in  American  agriculture.    U.  S.  Dept.  Agr. 
Farm  Security  Admin,  and  Bur.  Agr.  Econ.  Social  Res.  Rpt.  8, 
124pp.,  processed.     Washington,  D.  C,  April  1938.     1.95  Sol  no. 8 
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Bibliographical  footnotes. 

Ch.  I,  pp.  7-18,  is  on  Low  Income  Farm  Families.    A  table  on 
p.  9  shows  the  cumulative  nunber  and  percent  of  farn  families 
according  to  incone  group,  United  States,  1929.    The  data  are 
based  on  the  1930  Census  tabulation  of  value  of  f?.m  products 
sold,  traded,  or  used  by  operator's  family. 

191.  Taylor,  Carl  C.      Rural  sociology  in  its  economic,  historical  and 

psychological  aspects.    Rov.  od. ,  708pp.    Now  York  and  London, 
Harper  &  brothers  C1933D     (Harper's  social  science  series) 
281.2  T21 

Chs.  VIII-IX,  Tho  rural  standard  of  living.    In  a  section  on 
"The  standard  of  living  of  negro  and  white  farm  families  of  the 
same  area,"  pp.  183-186,  the  writer  gives  data  from  studies 
made  by  E.  L.  Kirkpatrici:  and  W.  A.  Anderson.    The  section  in- 
cludes two  tables  which  show  relation  of  income  to  percentage 
of  distribution  of  expenditures  for  farm  family  living  by  294 
white  operators  in  Wake  County,  IT.  C,  1926  and  the  relation  of 
income  to  percentage  distribution  of  all  living  expenditures  for 
300  white  tenants  In  the  same  area,  by  income  groups.     The  tables 
are  from  Mr.  Anderson's  doctoral  dissertation,  which  were  not 
included  in  the  published  document. 

192.  Teeter,  Viola  C,  and  Smith,  Carl  B.      Standard  of  living  on  Carroll 

county,  Maryland  farms.     Md.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  422,  op.  85- 
119.     College  Park,  1938. 

Presents  the  results  of  a  study  of  72  farm  families  for  the 
year  beginning  in  the  summer  of  1936  and  ending  in  the  summer 
of  1937. 

Income,  pp.  89-91.  Table  5,  p.  91,  shows  the  proportional 
share  of  cash  receipts  spent  for  farm  operating  items,  fajnily 
living,  and  accumulation  or  deficit,  by  income  groups. 

Cash  expenditures  for  family  living,  pp.  92-101.  '  Most  of  the 
tables,  and  a  chart,  in  this  section  contain  information  by  in- 
come groups. 

Tables  1,  2,  5-8,  10-12,  in  the  Appendices,  contain  the  fol- 
lowing information  classified  by  income  groups:  Housing  con- 
veniences; household  conveniences;  average  -percentage  distribu- 
tion of'  the  main  sources  of  calories,  protein  and  minerals; 
average  percenta.ge  distribution  of  the  main  sources  of  vitamins; 
percent  of  calories,  protein,  calcium,  phosphorus  and  iron  de- 
rived from  meats,  dairy  products,  fruits  and  vegetables,  gra.ins 
and  sweets  consumed  by  families;  percent  of  vitamins  A,  3,  C, 
and  G-  derived  from  meats,  dairy  products,  fruits  and  vegcta.blos, 
grains,  sweets  and  miscellaneous,  consumed  per  family;  nutrients 
consumed  tier  family  per  unit;  number  of  families  and  average 
amount  of  deficiency  per  family  in  calorics,  protein  and  minerals, 
and  in  vitamins. 

193.  Tennant,  J.  L.      A  study  of  the  organization  a.nd  management  of  Rhode 

Island  farms.     R.  I.  Agr.  Exot.   Sta.  Bui.  230,  56pp.  Kingston, 
1931. 
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"The  study  here  reported  upon  glares  the- results  of  a  survey 
of  the  "business  on  266  Ehode  I sland  farms* tt 

Sable  5  shows  distribution  of  the  266  farms  according  to  the 
' labor  incone  received  (by 'size  groups);  table  11  shows  relation 
of  labor  income  to  total  receipts  during  1923  and  1929  (both 
classified  by  size  groups);  and  tables  and  graphs  show  relation 
of  labor  inconc  of  various  size  groups  to  such  factors  as  pounds 
of  milk  per  cow,  crops  and  pastures,  various  business  items,  farm 
receipts,  number  of  eggs  per  hen,  .and  receipts  per  $1  of  pur- 
chased grain. 

194.  Thibodeaux,  B.  H. ,  Bonnen,  C.  A.,  and  Magee,  A.  C.      An  .economic  study 

of  farn'. organization  and  operation  in  the  High  Plains  Cotton 
Area  of  Texas.     Tex.1  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui*-  568,  ?5pp.  College 
Station,  1939.  -    •  /' 

This  bulletin  reports  one  phase  of  a  study  hade  in  1931-1935 
and  "contains  a, description  of  the  agriculture  and  agricultural 
resources  of  the .area  and  an  analysis  of  variations  in  farm 
earnings  during  the  period  of  the  study. M    An  average  of  137 
farms  was  studied  each  year.    For  variations  in  operator's  earn- 
ings, by  size  of  incone,  see  pp.  56-58. 

195.  Thomas,  V?.  Preston,  Blanch,  George  T. ,  said.  Hayball,  Edith.      A  study 

of  farm  organization  by  type  of  farn  in  Sanpete  and  Sevier  coun- 
ties.   Uifcah. ,  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  3ul»  *  300.,  75pp.    Logan,  1941. 

"This  study  presents  a  description  end  use  of  agricultural 
resources  in  Sanpete  and  Sevier,  counties  and  adjacent  grazing 
areas,  and.  a  farn  business  analysis  of  270  farns  in  these  coun- 
ties for  the  year  1936. n  -  p.  5.  ■•• 

Variation  .of  labor  income  by  farm  type  is  shown  on  p.  50. 
Variation  of  labor  incomes  on  general  irrigated  forms  is  shown 
on  pp.  52-55.    Eolation  of  labor  incone  to  various  factors  on 
beef-cattle  farns  is  shown  on  pp.  56-58.     The  distribution  of 
labor  income  on  sheep  ranches  is  shown  on  p.  64. 

196.  Thompson,  17.  0.,  and  others.      Combined  hone  .account  and  farm  account 

summary,  179  farm  families  -  1938,  by  11.  0.  Thompson,  Mildred 
Anderson,  Lita  Bane,  and  K.  C.  M.  Case.     111.  Univ.  Agr.  Col. 
Depts.  Agr.  Econ.  and  .Hone  Econ.  AS-1212,  12pp.,  processed. 
Urbana,  1939.     275.29  I162P 

'^Departments  of  Agricultural  Economics  and  Home  Economics, 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  College  of  Agriculture,  Univer- 
sity of  Illinois." 

Figures,  given  by  net  earnings  groups,  include  sources  of 
net  cash  incone;  non-cash  income  frrn  the  farm;  use  of  income; 
distribution  of  average  change  in  net  worth;  change  in  indebted- 
ness in  relation  to  net  earnings;  distribution  of  cash  living 
expenses;  and  level  of  living  factors. 

The  first  combined  hone  account  and  farm  account  summary, 
which  was  for  117  farm  families  in  1937,  was  published  in  1938 
as  AE-942. 
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197.  Thompson,  N.  0.,  and  Case,  H.  C.  M.      Sources  and  uses  of  farriers' 

income.     111.  Agr*  Expt.  Sta.  Dept.  Agr.  Econ.  111.  Farm  Econ. , 
no.  47-48,  pp.  237-239.    Urbana,  Apr. -May  1939.  275.28  115  no. 47-48 

Presents  data  fron  records  kept  by  117  farm  families  in 
central  Illinois  in  1937..    Two  tables  show  sourcos  of  not  cash 
receipts  and  non-cash  income  from  the  farm,  by  receipts  groups. 
Two  charts  show  the  U3e  made  of  farm  income  at  different  income 
levels,  and  farm  conveniences  by  income  groups. 

198.  Tiffany,  Margarot  E.      Clothing  consumption  of  299  village  and  551 

farm  families  in  Vermont.     Vt.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  451,  48pp. 
Burlington,  1939. 

"All  data  presented  herewith  are  fron  the  large-scale  'Study 
of  Consumer  Purchases'  and  were  obtained  by  personal  interviews 
held  during  1936.     For  each  economic  family  they  pertain  to  a 
'schedule  year'  of  12  consecutive  months  between  January  1, 
1935  and  October  31,  1936. 

"The  299  village  families  lived  in  Bristol,  Essex  Junction, 
Northfield,  Richford,  Swanton,  or  Waterbury,  and  the  551  farm 
families  in  Chittenden  or  Franklin  counties.     This  sample  is 
not  considered  to  be  representative  of  Vermont  farm  and  village 
families  as  a  whole.    It  is,  rather,  a  homogeneous  one  suited 
to  this  study  of  clothing  expenditures  in  relation  to  income, 
oc cupat  i  on ,  and  f ami ly  t yp e . . . 

"The  families  were  classified  into  three  levels  of  cash  in- 
come.    For  the  village  families  these  levels  were  Under  $1,000 
to  $1,999,  and  $2,000  to  $4,999,  while  for  the  farm  families 
they  were  Under  $500,  $500  to  $999,  and  $1,000  to  $4,999."  - 
pp.  3-4. 

199.  Tyler,  Howard  S.      Factors  affecting  labor  incomes  on  New  York  farms. 

N.  Y.  (Cornell)  St?\te  Col.  Agr.  Ext.  Bui.  401,  36op.  Ithaca, 
1939. 

"This  bulletin  reports  the  results  of  a  composite  analysis 
of  21,597  of  the  labor-income  records  taken  during  the  thirty- 
years  period  1907  to  1936.     It  has  two  main  purposes:   (l)  to 
point  cut  some  of  the  changes  that  have  taken  place  during  this 
period  in  the  farm  management  practices  and  in  the  incomes  of 
farmers;  and  (2)  to  rcemphasizc  those  factors  that  are  important 
in  influencing  farmers'  incomes."  -  p.  3. 

Table  4,  p.  7,  shows  the  variations  in  labor  incomes,  by  size 
of  income,  by  periods. 

A  chart  on  p.  35  shows  the  distribution  of  labor  incomes  in 
each  period  according  to  land  class. 

200.  Underwood,  F.  L.      Flue-cured  tobacco  form  management.    Va.  Agr.  Expt. 

Sta.  Tech.  Bui.  64,  313pp.    Blacksburg,  1939. 

The  purpose  of  this  study  was  "to  collect  and  analyze  sta- 
tistically data  concerning  the  organization  and  management  of 
a  comparatively  large  number  of  tobacco  farms  for  the  purpose 
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of  determining  and'  measuring  the  relative  importance  of  the 
major  factors  associated  with  variations!  betwech  tons  in  the 
returns  from  tobacco  and  in-  far n  income."-    Data  are  for  the 
19-33  tobacco  crop. 

Table  38,  p.  42,  shows  the  variation  iij  the  value  of  tobacco 
sold  per  fam  for  620  farms,  ranging  from  less  than  $200  to 

'  $1,400  or  more  in  value. 

'•••>■• 

201.    TJ.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.    '  'Icoiicmic  and  social  problems1  and  Condi- 
tions of  the  southern  Appalachians,  by  the  Bureau  of  agricultural 
economics,  Bureau  of  home  economics,  and  Forest  service,  in  co- 
operation with  the  Office  of  education,.  United.  States  Department 
of  interior  and  the  agricultural  experiment  stations  of  Tennessee, 
.Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Kentucky.  .  "J.--  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Misc. 
Pub.  205,  184pp.,-  maps'..'    Washington,'  D.  C,  Jan..  1935. 
1  AgS4M  ■no.  '205  '  "      '■;  ., 

Literature  cited,.,  pp.  183-184-.  ='  • 

Farm  organization  and  management ,  by  H.  W.  Hawthorne,  pp.  41- 
72.     Incomes  from,  farming,  pp.  51-54.     Includes  a  map  which  shows 
value  of  farm-  .products  sold,  traded,  or  used;  by  operator's 
family,  1929,  by  size,  and  a  table,  which  -.shows'  the  percentage 
of  farms  of  each  type  by  value  of  product  groups,  1929. 

Variations  in  farm- family  living,,  by. Faith  M.  Williams,  pp. 
137-152.    Farm-family  living  in  Laurel,  Knott,  and  Leslie  Coun- 
ties, Ky. ,  and  Grayson  County, - Va. ,  is  brought  out  on  pp.  144- 
152.    Among  the  charts' given  a.re  the  following:  percentage  of 
families  in  different  annual  value-of- family-living  groups, 
and  value  of  living  per  capita  by  annual  value-of- family-living 
'groups,  Laurel,  Knott,  and'  Grayson  .Counties;  percentage  of 
families  in  different  family-income  and  per  .capita  income  groups, 
Leslie  County;  amount  and  source  of  income  in  addition  to  in- 
cone  from  agriculture  by  annual  value-of-f amily-living  groups, 
Knott  and  Grayson  Counties;  percentage  of  annual  value-of- 
fenily-living  represented  by  items  a.nd  services  of  specified 
types;  average  number  of  persons  per  room  by  annual  value-of— 
family  living  groups. 

202.    TJ.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics.  Cut- 
.   over  land  of  northern  Idaho.    tJ.  >S.  Dept.  Agr.  Bur.  Agr.  Scon. 
Migration  and  Settlement  on  the  Pacific  Coast.  5pt.  5,  34pp., 
processed.    Berkeley,  Calif.,  Feb.  1941.     1.941  E4M531  no.  5 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  Idaho  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station. 

Settlers'  average  receipts  -and  expenses  per  farm  in  1938  are 
given  in  table  11,  p.  22.  .  Table  16,  p.  31,  shows  the  relation 
and  amount  of  off-farm  employment  to  income  and  progress  of 
settlers,  by  value  of  off -farm  employment  groups. 


-  53  - 


203.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics.  Farm 

returns,  1940,  with  comparisons;  summary  of  reports  of  farm 
operators  for  the  calendar  year.    By  S.  V/.  Mendum.    5pp.,  processed. 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  Oct.  1941.    1.9  3c7Far 

Contains  two  pages  of  text  and  four  tables.    One  table  shows 
farn  returns,  United  States,  averages  of  reports  of  farn  opera- 
tors, for  their  own  farns  for  the  calendar  year,  average  1924- 
1929,  and  annually  1930-1940.     The  table  includes  number  of 
reports,  size  of  farn,  value  of  real  estate,  Jan.  1,  value  of 
farn  personalty,  Jan.  1,  receipts  (itenized),  cash  outlay  (item- 
ized), receipts  loss  cash  outlay,  increaso  in  inventory  of  per- 
sonal property,  interest  paid,  amount  spent  for  farn  improvements, 
value  of  food  produced  and  used  on  the  farm,  value  of  farm  labor 
including  power,  and  change  in  value  of  real  estate  during  the 
year. 

Another  table  gives  similar  information  for  the  years  1938, 
1939,  and  1540,  for  geographic  divisions  of  the  United  States. 

A  third  table  gives  statistics  of  farmers  obtaining  net  re- 
sults within  specified  ranges,  annually  1333-1940.     The  fourth 
table  gives  similar  information,  by  geographic  divisions,  for 
1940. 

The  following  statement  is  quoted  from  p.  1:   "Those  who  wish 
to  receive  an  "income  figure1  may  add  to  cash  receipts  the  $170 
for  food  (the  average  reported  by  85  percent  of  the  number) ,  and 
some  figure  for  fuel  and  for  use  value  of  the  house. M 

The  Library  of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture  has  also  sum- 
maries for  1935-1939. 

Tables  also  published  in  the  Yearbook  of  Agriculture  and  in 
Agricultural  Statistics.     The  table  showing  proportions  of  farmers 
obtaining  net  results  within  specified  ranges  is  found  in  Year- 
book of  Agriculture,  1927-1935,  and  in  Agricultural  Statistics, 
1936-1940. 

Also  published  in  Crops  and  Markets,    -Table  showing  net  re- 
sults within  specified  ranges  is  published  in  the  July  issue  of 
Crops  and  Markets,  1927-1935. 

1922  is  the  first  year  for  which  the  table  showing  net  results 
within  specified  ranges  was  given. 

Weather..  Crops  and  Markets,  v.  3,  no.  17,  Apr.  28,  1922,  pp. 
395-397,  contains  a  report  on  Farm  Returns  in  1922,  based  on  a 
survey  o.   . ,094  representative  farms.  ■  The  percentage  distribu- 
tion of  don Ig-'.ated  net  results  when  receipts  are  larger  than  ex- 
penditures and  When  expenditures  are  larger -than  receipts  is 
included. 

204.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.  of  agricultural  econonics.  National 

nutrition  conference  for  defense,  May  26-28,  1941.     Sect.  7. 
Distribution  &  pvocessing  of  foods.    11pp.,  processed.  Washing- 
ton, D.   \.  1341,     1,-41  A5E21 

Th? s  fcEndtook,  prepared  for  the  use  of  Section  7  of  the 
National  ivu-.rition  Conference  for  Defense,*  nis  intended  to  provide 
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a  ready  source  .of  over-all  statistics useful  for  a  discussion 
..    of  food  processing  "and  distribution  in  relation  to  the  nutri- 
tion problem.  *  '  It  consists  of  .charts  and  tallies; 

A  pictogran  on  p.  1  shows  how  many  self-supporting  families 
..  in' villages  and  cities  had  incomes  of  various  sizes  and  the 
average  amount  spent  for  food  by  persons  in  each, of  the  income 
classes.    A  chart  on  pi  2  shows  the  exper.di tur o  patterns  for 
.  families  at  different  income  levels,  1935../36.. 

2G5.    U.  S*.' Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.  of  agricultural -.economics.  1941 

.•agricultural  outlook  charts.    Parm  family  living*    33x,*p. ,  processed, 
•'   Washington,  .]).  C,  Oct.  1940.    1.9  Ec7GPa  1941 

Issued  in- cooperation  with  the  Bureau-, of  Home  Economics. 
Source  of  much  of  the  data  is  the  Consumer  Purchases  Study. 

■  Gives  figures  for  gross  farm  income  (money  and  non-money)  as 
divided  among  farm  business,  family  living. and  change  in  net 
worth,  Pennsylvania-Ohio  farm  families  v/ith 'two  children  under 
16, .by  income  classes,  1335-36;  average  amount. of  family  income 
derived  from  specified  ••sources,  by  income  classes,  farm  families 
in  Lancaster  County,  Pennsylvania,  1935-36?  average  expenditures 
for  family  living  and  household  furnishings  and  change  in  net 
itforth  for  families  at  two  levels  of  expenditures  for  household 
furnishings,  Middle  Atlantic  and .Uorth  Central  faro  families 
with  two  children  under  16,  'three  selected  money-income  cla-sses, 
'  1935/36.  •'•" 

Charts  and  graphs  show  relation  of-  family  income  to  grade  of 
diet  on  farms,  and  to  family  outlays  for  furnishings. 

206.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.. 'of  dairy  industry  and  Bur.  of  agri- 

cultural economics.      A  summary  and  analysis.. of  40  farm  records 
obtained  on  28  dairy  farms  in  Kentucky.    20#c83pp.,  processed, 
Washington,  D.  .C.c1941?]    (BDBAS1S)    1.-.S  D143d  no.  919 

Issued  in  coojperation  with  the  College  of  Agriculture,  Univer- 
sity of  Kentucky.  .  i  , 

Pamily-labor  income  in  relation  to  total  income  or  volume  of 
business,  pp.  5-8.  . Incomes  are  given  by  income  classes. 

207.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.  of  home  economics.      Consumer  pur- 

chases study.    U.  3.  Dept.  Agr.  Misc.  Pub.  339,  345,  356,  370, 

375,  383,  396,  399,  402V' 405  ,  415  ,  422  ,  428,  432,  436,.  452,  464. 

Washington,  D.  C,  1939-1941...    1  Ag84M 

"The  study  of  consumer  purchases,  planned  in  the  latter  part 

of  1935  and  inaugurated  early  in  1936,  was  undertaken  to  provide 
.  da.ta  more  comprehensive  than  any  before  available  on  the.  way.  in 

which  American  families  on  farms,  in  villages,  and  in  cities  of 
.different  sizes  earn  and  spend  their  incomes. M  -  Misc,  Pub. 

356,  p.  1. 

The  study  was  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  of 
the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture  and  the  Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics 
of  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Labor,  v/ith  the  cooperation  of  the  National 
Resources  Committee,  the  Works  Progress  Administration,  and  the 
Central  Statistical  Board. 


-  55  - 


The  results  of  the  study  have  been  issued  in  three  different 
series:  Faro  series;  Urban  and  village;  and. Urban,  village,  and 
farm.    Both  incomes  and  expenditures  are  given  by  income  levels. 

Farm  Series: 

356:  Family  income  arid  expenditures,  Pacific  region  and 
Plains  and  mountain  region.  Part  1,  Family  income,  by  Day  Monroe, 
Dorothy  S.  Martin,  Margaret  Perry,  and  Kathryn  Cronister. 

1939.  276pp.  * 

383:  Family  income  and  expenditures,  Middle  Atlantic, 
North  Central,  and  New  England  regions.  Part  1,  Family  income, 
by  Dorothy  S.  Martin,  Day  Monroe,  Dorothy  S.  Brady,  and  Elizabeth 
Phelps.    1940.    258pp.  ... 

405:  Family  food  consumption  and  dietary  levels,  five  re- 
gions, by  Hazel  K.  Stiebeling,  Day  Monroe,  Callio  M.  Coons, 
Esther  F.  Phipard,  and  Faith  Clark.     1941.  393pp.' 

428;  Family  expenditures  for  clothing,  five  regions,  by 
Day  Monroe,  Maryland  Y.  Pennell,  Elizabeth  Phelps,  June  Constan- 
tine  Hopper,  and  Helen  Kollingsworth.     1941.  387pp. 
Urban  and  Village  Series: 

339:  Family  income  and  expenditures,  Pacific  region.  Part  1, 
Family  income,  by  Day  Monroe,  Marjorie  S.  Weber,  and  Helen  Hol- 
lingsv/orth.     1939.  380pp. 

345:  Family  income  and  expenditures,  Plains  and  mountain 
region.  Part  1,  Family  income,  by  Gertrude  Schmidt  Weiss,  Day 
Monroe,  and  Kathryn  Cronister.     1939.    330pp.  • 

370:  Family  income  and  expenditures,  Middle  Atlantic  and 
North  Central  region  and  New  England  region.    Part  1,  Family 
income,  by  Day  Monroo,  Elizabeth  Phelps,  and  Idella  G-.  Swisher. 
194-0.  447pp. 

375:  Family  income  and  expenditures,  Southeast  region. 
Part  1,  Family  income,  by  Dorothy  Brady,  Day  Monroe,  Gertrude 
Schmidt  Weiss,  and  Thelma  Dreis.    1940.  389pp. 

396:  Family  income  and  expenditures,  five  regions.  Part  2, 
Fanily  expenditures,  by  Dorothy  S.  3rady,  Day  Monroe,  Elizabeth 
Phelps,  and  Edith  Dyer  Eainboth.     1940.  410pp. 

422:  Family  expenditures 'for  clothing,  five  regions,  by 
Maryland  Y.  Pennell,  Day 'Monroe,  Kathryn  Cronister,  Gcraldine 
S.  DcPuy,  -j-id  Marjorie  W.  Ellsworth.    1941.  '  329pp. 

432:  Family  expenditures  for  housing  and  household  opora.- 
tion,  five  regions,  by  Hazel  Kyrk,  Day  Monroe,  Kathryn  Cronister, 
and  Margaret  Perry.     1941.  244pp. 

452:  Family  food  consumption  and  dietary  levels,  five  re- 
gions, by  Hazel  K.  Stiebeling,  Day  Monroe,  Esther  F.  Phipard, 
Sadye  F.  Adelson,  and  Faith  Clark.    1941.  268pp. 
Urban.  Village,  and  Farm; 

399;  Family  housing  and  facilities,  five  regions,  by  Hazel 
Kyrk,  Day  Monroo,  Maryland  Y.  Pennell,  and  Edith  Dyer  Bainboth. 

1940.  223pp. 

402:  Family  expenditures  for  medical  care,  five  regions, 
by  Helen  Hollingsworth,  Day' Monroe,  Margaret  C.  Klem,  and  Karl 
L.  Benson.    1941.  241pp. 
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415:  Family  expenditures  for  automobile  and Mother  trans- 
portation, five  regions,  by  Day  Monroe, .  Dorothy  S.  Brady,  June 
3P«  Constantine,  and  Karl  L.  3enson.    1941. :  272pp. 

436:  Family  expenditures  for  furnishings  and  equipment, 
five  regions,  "by .  Day  Monroe,  Eel  en'  Eollingsworth,  Margaret  Perry, 
•    and  Maryland  Y.  Pennell.    1941.  212pp. 

464:  Changes  in  assets  and  liabilities  . of  families,  five 
regions,  by  Dorothy  S.  Brady,  Day  Monroe, "Janet  Murray,  Yetta 
A.  .  Carmel,  and  Mar,jorie  W.  'Ellsworth.  •  1941.  226pp. 

208.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Bur.  of  home  economics.      The  outlook  for 

-  farm  family  living,  1941.    45pp.,  processed.    Washington,  D.  C, 
.Oct.  194C.    1.S32  A20u8 

.  In  cooperation  with  the  3uroau  of  Agricultural  Economics. 
•  Farm  .family  income,  pp.  1-11,     "How  farm  families  are  living" 

is  the  title  of  the  remainder  of  the  rerjort.     Several  of  tho 
charts  and  tables-  in  this  section  contain  information  for  farm 
families  at  different  income  levels.    Data  are  from  the  Consumer 
Purchases  Study. 

209.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture.  Extension  service.'     Distribution  of  non- 

relief  farm  families  in  five  type-of- farming  areas,  by  color, 
tenure  and  net  money,  nonmoncy  and  total  income  per  family  and 
per  capita,  19.35-35.    4pp. ,  processed.    Washington,  D.  C.  c19383 
1.9  Ex391  63-38 

Consists  of  tables  adapted  from  the  Study  of  Consumer  Purchases, 
a  W.  P.  A.  project,  cooperatively  conducted  by  tho  Bureau  of  Home 
Economics,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture,  Bureau,  of  Labor  Statistics, 
U.  S.  Dept.  of  Labor,  National  Resources . Committee, . and  the  Central 
Statistical  Board.     Information  is' for  certain  counties  in  Georgia, 
Mississippi,  South  Carolina  and  ITorth  Carolina. 

210.  U.  S*  Dept.  of  commerce.-  Bur.  of  the  census.      Fifteenth  census  of 

the  United  States:  193C.    Agriculture.  Volume  17,  -General  report. 
Statistics  by  subject.     999pp.    Washington,  D.  C. ,  U.  S.  Govt, 
print,  off.,  1932.     157.4  C153  v.-  4 

.  ph.  XI7,  Typo  of  farm  and  value  of  products,  pp.  369-945.  ' 
Table  4,  p.  891,   shows  the  number  of  farms,  by  type  of  farm  and 
val\ie  of  products,  in  the  United  States,  Census  of  1930. 

Type  of  form,  by  specified  value  of  f-m  products  sold,  traded, 
or  used  by  operator's  family,  1929,  by  divisions  end  states,  and 
by  counties,  is  given  in  State  Table  71  and  County  Table  71  in 
7olumc  III,  Tyoo  of- Earn,  Parts  1-3,  which  deal  with  the 'Northern 
.   States,  the  Southern  States,  and  the  Western'  States  respectively* 

211.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  commerce.  Bur. • of  the  census.       Sixteenth  census  of 

the  United  States:  1940.    Agriculture.  Series  Agr.  S-3  cno.  l-483 

Value  of  farm  products  sold, ' traded,  or  used  by  form  households. 
48  processed  sheets.    Washington,  D,  C,  Juno  2-Dec.  30,  1941. 

Each  of  these  preliminary ' sheets  contains  throe  tobies  which 
give  for  a  specified  state  the  following  information:  farms 
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reporting  and  value  of  farr.  products  sold,  traded,  or  used  "by 
farn  households,  1939  and  1929;  the  sane  classified  by  major 
source  of  income,  1939;  and  fams  reporting,  1939  and  1929,  and 
value  of  farm  products  sold,  traded,  or  used  by  farm  households, 
1939,  classified  by  total  value  of  products. 

Sheets  havo  boen  received  for  each  of  the  48  states. 

212.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  commerce.  Bur.  of  the  census.      16th  census  of  the 

United  States,  1940.  Agriculture. . .third  series,  Value  of  farm 
products,  farms  classified  by  major  source  of  income  and  by 
total  value  of  products,  with  statistics  for  counties.     29  nos. 
Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Govt,  print,  off.,  1941.    157.4  C163  cv.33 

Numbers  have  been  received  for  the  following  states:  Arizona, 
Colorado,  Connecticut,  Delaware  and  District  of  Columbia,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Michigan,  Minne- 
sota, Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Mexico,  New  Jersey,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  -  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Tennessee,  Utah,  Vermont,  West  Virginia,  and  Wyoming. 

"...the  figures  from  the  1940  Agricultural  Census  on  value  of 
farm  products  sold,  traded,  or  used  by  farm  households  were  tabu- 
lated by  major  source  of  income.     In  the  1939  Agricultural  Census 
the  principal  tabulation  was  by  type  of  farm."  -  Introduction,  p.6. 

County  Table  XVIII  in  each  of  the  numbers  shows  farms  classi- 
fied by  total  value  of  farm  products  sold,  traded,  or  used  by 
farm  households,  1939  and  1929,  for  the  state  and  the  counties 
of  the  state. 

•  County  Table  XX  in  each  of  the  numbers  shows  farms  reporting 
and  value  of  farm  products  sold,  traded,  or  used  by  farm  house- 
holds, classified  by  total  value  of  products,  1939,  for  the  state 
and  the  counties  of  the  state. 

213.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  labor.  Bur.  of  labor  statistics.      Labor  conditions  in 

the  onion  fields  of  Ohio.    U.  S.  Dept.  Labor.  Bur.  Labor  Stat is. 
Monthly  Labor  Rev.  40(2):  324-335.     Feb. -1935.    158.6  387M 

Summarizes  the  principal  findings  of  the  Interdepartmental  Com- 
mittee appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,   the  Secretary 
of  Labor  and  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration  on  Aug. 
29,  1934  to  study  labor  conditions  in  the  onion  fields  of  Hardin 
County,  Ohio.     The  section  dealing  with  annual  earnings,  pp.  331- 
335,  discusses  cash  earnings  from  agricultural  work,  cash  income 
from  all  sources  other  than  relief,  income  in  kind,  and  income 
from  relief.     Tables  show  annual  family  earnings  from  agricul- 
tural work,  and  annual  income  from  all  sources  exclusive  of  re- 
lief, each  for  year  ending  Aug.  31,  1934  and  by  size  groups. 

The  findings  of  this  committee  are  summarized  more  briefly  in 
U.  S.  Dept.  Labor.  Bur.  Labor.  Statis.  Labor  Inform.  Bui.  2(1): 
'1-5,  processed.    Jan.  1935,  with  title:  Working  and  Living  Condi- 
tions in  the  Onion  Fields  of  Ohio.    158.6  Lll 
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.214.    U.  S.  Dept.  of  the  interior..  Census  office.      Twelfth  census  of  the 
United  States  taken  in  the  year  1900. . .Agriculture.  Part  I, 
.    Farms,  live  stock,,,  and. animal  products,    ccxxxvi,  767pp.  Wash- 
ington, D.'  C,  1902.-    (Census  reports,  volume  V)    157.4  C12  v.  5, 
pt.  1 

According  to:  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  this  is  the  first  Cen- 
sus, and  the  only. one  previous  to  the  1930  Census,  which  gives 
any  statistics  of  farm  income  which  might  he  termed  'di s'tribu- 
t ion  of  farm  income  "by  size  of  income.        /  . 

'  Table:  4,  ' pp..  30-47  ,  shows  the  number  of.  farms,  June  1,  1900, 
'  ,    of  white  and  colored  farmer's,  and  of  specified  area,  tenure,  and 
\  ,  principal ' source  of  income,  classified  by  value  of  products  of 

1899  not  fed  to  live  stock,  "by  states  and  .territories. 

Explanatory  text  and  additional  tables .are  given  in  the  Intro- 
.   —  duction,  pp.  lix-lxvi.    Information  is  given  on  the  following 

subjects:  Character  of  farms  with  no  reported  income;  number  of 
farms  of  specified  income,  by  geographic  divisions;  farms  of 
.specified  incomes,  classified  by  other  characteristics. 

215.  U#  S.  National  resources  committee.      Consumer  incomes  in  the  United 

■f  ,  States;  their  distribution  in  1935-36.    104pp.    Washington,  D.  C#, 

"      U.  S.  Govt.- print,  off.,  1938.   ' 173.2  N214Con 

This  report,  prepared  under  the  direction  of  the  Industrial 
Division  of  the  National  Resources  Committee  by  Hildegarde  Knee- 
land  and  her  staff,'  "provides  the  first  estimates  in  this  field 
based  on • a  nation-wide  canvass  of  family  incomes.    Those  esti- 
mates have  been  develojjed  from  data  on  over  300,000  families  ob- 
tained through  a  Federal  Works  Project  on  the  study  of  consumer 
purchases  conducted  by  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  and  the 
Bureau  of  labor  Statistics  with  the  cooperation  of  the  National 
Resources  -Committee.  "  -  Letter  o*f"  transmittal. 

'  "The  study  ..covers  the  12-month  period  from  July  1935  through 
June  1936.     It  shows  estimates  of  the  incomes  received  (including 
incomes  by  income  levels)  by  all 'of  the "Fat ion's  income-spending 
units  -  by  the. 29  million  families  of  2  or  more  persons,  by  the 
10  million  Single'  individuals  living  alone  or  as  lodgers,  and 
by  the  2  million  persons  living  in  institutions  o.nd  in  quasi- 
institutional  groups.  .  For  family  Incomes,  this  broad  national 
picture  is  traced  in  more  detail  to  show  the  flow  .of  the  income 
stream  to  farms,  villages,  and  cities,  to  different  geographic 
regions,  to  different  occupational  groups,  to  families  of  differ- 
ent size,  and  - 'in  the  South  and  in  Northern  cities  -  to  the  whit© 
.and  Negro  popula.tion.  v  -  p.  1. 

216.  U.  S.  National  resources  planning  board.      Family  expenditures  in  the 

United  States.     Statistical  tables  and  appendixes.  209pp. 
Washington,  D.  C,  1941.    173.2  N214Fam 

"This  is  the  third  in  a  series  of  reports  prepared. .. on  the 
basis  of  data  from  the  1935-36  Study  of  Consumer  Purchases. 
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"Tho  current  study,  covering  families  only,  presents  esti- 
mates of  both  average  and  aggregate  expenditures  for  many  more 
categories  of  consumption  thar  are  to  "be  found  in  the  first 
Consumer  Expenditures  report.    This  is  tho  most  detailed  analysis 
yet  made  of  family  expenditures  in  the  United  States  and  in- 
cludes a  breakdown  of  these  expenditures  into'  'over  90  categories 
of  outlay, ,  together  with  comparative  estimates  indicating  farm, 
rural  nonfarm,  and  urban  differences,  regional  variations,  and 
differences  with  respect  to  size  of  family,  as  between  white  and 
Negro  families,  and  in  relation  to  expenditures  for  durable 
goods,    The  statistical  results  are  shown  in  the  present  volume 
.both  in  summary  form  and  in  a  more  detailed  set  of  reference 
.tables.    A  description  of  the  sources  and  methods  used  in  the 
study  is  presented  in  an  appendix."  -  Foreword. 

Reference  .tables  on  pp.  51-55  show  expenditures  of  farm  fami- 
lies at  different  incomo  levels. 

217.  U.  S.  Treasury  dept.  Bur.  of  internal  revenue.      Statistics  of  income, 

1916-1938.    23v.     Washington,  D.  C,  1941.    151.5  St2 

Vplunes  for  1934,  1935,  and  1936  in  two  parts. 

Part  I,  only,  of  volumes  for  1937  and  1938  has  been  received. 

Part  I  contains  statistics  from  individual  income  tax  returns, 
fiduciary  income  tax  returns,  estate  tax  returns,  and  gift  tax 
returns.  •  T 

Part  II  contains  statistics  from  corporation  income,  excess- 
profits  tax  returns  and  personal  holding  company  returns. 

Includes  statistics  by  income  classes. 

1916,  table  6c,  pp.  126-137,  shows  tho  distribution  of  per- 
sonal income,  by  occupation,  by  income  classes,  including  agri- 
culturists (p.  130). 

1918.  table  12  gives  corporation  returns,  distribution  by 
income  classes  by  industrial  groups.     Income  for  agriculture 
.  and  related  industries  is  given  on  p.  102.    1920-1929  contain 
similar  tables. 

218.  Vaile,  Poland  S. ,  and  Canoycr,  Eelen  &.      Income  and  consumption. 

394pp.    New  York,  H.  Holt  and  co.  fl938]  (American  general  edu- 
cation series)     284  V19 

Bibliography,  pp.  353-351. 

°f..a  description  and  analysis  of  present  income  and  its 
use. "  -  p.  6. 

The  following  chapters,  although  they  contain  little  on  rural 
income,  are  of  interest: 

Ch.  7,  Factors  that -influence  the  in lividual 1 s  capacity  to 
consume:  distribution  of  income,  pp.  124-143. 

Ch.  9,  Standards  cf  living,  pp.  191-215.    Two  charts,  taken 
from  America's  Capacity  to  Consume,  cn  p.  214,  show  expenditures 
of  farm  families  and  of  non-farm  families. 

Ch.  10,  Planes  of  living,  pp.  216-245.     Table  51,  p.  243, 
which  is  based  on  releases  from  the  Bureau  of  Home  Econotdcs 
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study  of  consumer  purchases,  shows  changes  in  net  worth  for 
families  living  in  snail  mid-western  cities  and  on  mid-western 
farms,  1935-36,  "by  income  classes. 

219.  Vasey,  Tom,  and  Folsom,  Josiah  C.       Survey  of  agricultural  labor  condi- 

tions in  Wayne  county,  Pennsylvania.    11pp.,  processed.  Wash- 
ington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture,  Farm  security  adminis- 
tration and  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics,  Sept.  1937.    1.95  Sul 

Income,  pp.  5-7.    Table  6  shows  agricultural  earnings  and  non- 
agricultural  earnings  of  210  agricultural  workers,  by  income 
groups,  Sept.  1935  to  Aug.  1936. 

Similar  studies  have  been  issued  for  Karnes  County,  Tex.  (15pp.), 
Lac  Qui  Parle  County,  Minn,  (llpp.),  Livingston  County,  111. 
(16pp.),  Pawnee  County,  Kans.  (13pp.),  Placer  County,  Calif. 
(14pp.),  Todd  County,  Ky.  (18pp.),  Archuleta  County,  Colo.  (8pp.), 
Concordia  Parish,  La.  (13pp.),  Fentress  County,  Tenn.  (llpp.), 
and  Hamilton  County,  Iowa  (14pp.).  ■  . 

220.  Vernon,  J.  J.      An  economic  study  of  the  organization  and  management 

of  beef  cattle  and  other  types  of  farms  in  Russell  county.  Va, 
Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Tech.  Bui.  71,  186pp.    Blacksburg,  1941. 

A  chart  on  p.  33  shows  the  variation  in  labor  income  on  226 
beef  farms  and  272  non-beef  farms. 

221.  Vernon,  J.  J.,  Dean,  T.  M. ,  and  Hawthorne,  H.  W.      A  study  of  the  or- 

ganization and  management  of  farms  in  Grayson  county,  Virginia, 
Va.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  304,  63pp.    Blacksburg,  1936. 

A  study  of  332  farms  made  during  Apr.  1,  1930  to  Mar.  31,  1931, 
in  cooperation  with  the  Bureau  of  Agricultural  Economics,  U.  S. 
Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

The  variation  in  labor  income  on  162  full-time  and  170  part- 
time  farms  is  shown  in  charts  on  pp.  24-25. 

222.  Wakeley,  Pay  E.      Part-time  and  garden  farming  in  Iowa.     Iowa.  Agr. 

Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  340,  pp.  21-63.    Ames,  1935. 

Discusses  distribution  of  income  from  agriculture,  pp.  51-53, 
and  distribution  of  the  incomes  of  part-time  farm  families,  pp. 
55-58.     Table  20  shows ' distribut ion  of  the  net  operator  income 
of  part-tine  farm  families,  and  table  23  shows  distribution  of 
the  net  part-time  farm  income  from  all  sources,  both  by  size  of 
income  and  counties.     The  counties'  included  were  Wapello,  Des 
Moines,  Black  Hawk,  Dubuque,  Mahaska,  Appanoose,  and  Linn.  , 

223.  Waller,  Allen  G. ,  and  Carncross,  John  W.      Facts  on  fruit  and  vege- 

table farming  in  New  Jersey,  1926-1931.     H.  J.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta* 
Bui.  555,  67pp.    New  Brunswick,  1933. 

Table  5  gives  relation  of  total  receipts  (arranged  by  size 
groups)  and  farm  income  on  30  identical  farms  in  Burlington 
County,  five  year  average  1926-30. 


224.  Waller,  Allen  G. ,  and  Rauchenstein,  Emil.      Farm  profits  and  factors 

influencing  farm  profits  on  55  dairy  farms  in  Warren  county. 
N.  J.  Col.  Agr.  Ext.  Servl  -Ext.  Bui.  105,  18pp.     New  Brunswick, 
1933. 

<  Variations  in  labor -incomes,  pp.  10-15.  , 

225.  Waller,  Allen  G. ,  and  Rauchenstein,  Emil.      Farm  profits  and  factors 

influencing  farm  profits  on  98  dairy  farms  in  Sussex  county, 
N.  J.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  542,  39pp.     New  Brunswick,  1932. 

Shows  (p.  14)  volume  of  business  or  cash  receipts  (by  size 
classes)  in  relation  to  labor  income,  and  (p.  15)  range  of  labor 
income  (by  size  classes)  in  relation  to  total  cash  receipts, 
both  for  1930.     Other  tables  show  range  of  labor  incomes,  by 
size  classes,  in  relation  to  number  of  productive  animal  units, 
to  production  per  cow,  and  to  certain • other  specified  factors 
of  the  farm  business. 

226.  Waller,  Allen  G. ,  and  Rauchenstein,  Emil.   •  Farm  profits  and  factors 

influencing  farm  profits  on  176  dairy  farms  in  Hunterdon  county. 
N.  J.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  534,  32pp.     New  Brunswick,  1932. 

Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

Table  9,  p.  17,  shows- the  volume  of  receipts  (by  cash  receipts 
groups)  in  relation  to  income,  1930.     Table  10,  p.  19,  shows  the 
range  of  labor  income  in  relation  to  total  cash  receipts.  Table 
12,  p.  20,  shows  the  range  of  labor  income  according  to  number 
of  productive  animal  units.     Table  14,  p.  22,  shows  the  range  of 
labor  income  in  relation  to  production  sold  per  cow. 

227.  Walter,  David  H.      An  economic  study  of  farming  in  the  Crooked  Creek- 

area,,  Indiana  and  Armstrong  counties,  Pennsylvania.    Pa.  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  369,  42pp.     State  College,  1938. 

Farm  income,  pp.  12-16.  Table  18,  p.  15,  shows  the  variation 
in  total  receipts,  by  receipt  groups,  for  344  farms.  The  varia- 
tion in  labor  incomes  is  shown  in  table  21,  p. 15. 

4 

228.  Ward,Medora  M.      Farm  family  living,  1920-1935.     25pp. ,  processed. 

Washington,  D.  C,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture-,  Bur.- of  home 
economics  c19373     1.9  H752Ffl-  • 

"This  report  summarizes  data  which  have  been  assembled  from 
80. •• scattered  studies  of  farm  family  living  made  in  31  states 
during  the  years  1920-1935.     (See  bibliography  tpp.  14-25})  As 
the  information  more  especially  needed  is  for  typical  American 
farm  families,  several  studies  giving  family  living  data  for 
Negroes,  Mexicans,  or  other  special  racial  groups  ha vo  not  been 
included  in  this  summary.     The  80  studies  used  do'  not,  except 
in  a  few  instances,  present  data  for  individual  families,  but 
they  do  present,  for  groups  cf  families,  information  on  average 
cash  expenditures  and  on  money  values  of  home-produced  goods. 
The  averages  assembled  refer  to  485  groups,  and  represent  18,893 
families...  These  averages  for  groups  have  been  classified  by 
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region,  value-of-living,  and  "by  11  items,  such  as  food,  clothing, 
and  household  operation,  into  which  money  value  of  family  living 
is  frequently  divided  for  convenience  in  "budget  making,  or  the 
keeping  of  household  accounts."  -  p.  1. 

229.  Warren,  George  P.,  and  Livermore,  K.  C.      An  agricultural  survey,  ■ 

townships  of  Ithaca,  Dryden,  Danby  and  Lansing,  Tompkins  county,. 
New  York,    11.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  295,  pp.  375-589. 
Ithaca,  1911. 

The  writers  were  assisted  "by  C.  M.  Bennett,  H.  N.  Kutschhach, 
E.  H.  Thomson,  F.  ,E.  Robertson,  E.  L.  Baker. 

Variation. in  labor  incomes  of  owners  and  tenants  on  749  farms 
is  shown  in  the  text  and  a  table  on  pp.  396-397. 

Receipts,  pp.  406-411. 

230.  Warren,  Stanley  Whitson.      An  economic  study  of  agriculture  in  northern 

Livingston  county,  New  York,    U.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta, 
Bui.  539,  244pp.     Ithaca,  1932. 

Table  10,  p.  26,  shows  variation  in  receipts  in  1928  for  514 
farms,  number  and  percent  being  given  "by  size  groups;  table  13, 
P«  29,  gives  number  and  percent  of  farms  for  labor  income  classi- 
"  fied  by  size  groups  (578  farms  in  1908,  697  farms  in  1918,  and 
514  farms  in  1928);  figure  7,  p.  91,  shoiirs  relation  of  number  of 
sheep  to,  labor  income  (which  is  plotted  in  size  groups);  figure  8, 
p.  102,  relation  of  crop  index  to  labor  income;  and  figures  9-14, 
relation  of  number  of  cows,  productive-man-work  units,  acres 
operated,  acres  in  crops,  capital  and  man  equivalent  to  labor 
income . 

231.  Watkins,  Donald  E.      A  farm  management  study  of  70  dairy  farms  in 

Montgomery  county,  Maryland.     Md.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  356,  pp. 
177-222.     College  Park,  1933. 

Contains  a  brief  passage,  p.  189,  which  shows  the  distribution 
of  labor  incomes,  by  income  groups. 

232.  Webb,  John  N.      The  migratory-casual  worker.    U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin. 

Div.  Social  Res.  Res.  Monog.  VII,  128pp.    Washington,  D.  C, 
1937.     173.2  W89Re  no.  7 

Yearly  earnings,  pp.  57-70.     Table  6,  p.  114,  shows  the  net 
yearly  earnings  of  500  migratory-casual  workers,  1933  and  1934, 
by  amount  of  earnings.    Figures  are  given  for  agricultural,  in- 
dustrial, combination,  and  total  workers.  ■ 

233.  Wheeler,  Richard  G. ,  and  Carncross,  John  W.      Adjustments  on  truck 

crop  farms  in  the  Cedarville  area  of  Cumberland  county,  New 
Jersey;  a  preliminary  report.     30pp.,  processed.  Washington, 
D.  C,  U.  S.  Dept.  of  agriculture,  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics, 
1941.     1.941  L6Ad4 

"In  cooperation  with  New  Jersey  Agricultural  Experiment  Sta- 
tion, Department  of  Agricultural  Economics." 
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•  Table  2,  p.  3,  shows  distribution  of  37  farms  in  the  Cedar- 
villo  area  by  gross  receipts  (by  size  groups),  1939,  and  a  bar 
graph,  p.  4,  shows  labor  incomes  on  the  farms  (each  bar  repre- 
senting a  single  fam) .  ■ 

234.  White,  Max  R. ,  Ensminger,  Douglas,  and  Gregory,  Cecil  L.      Rich  land  - 

poor  people.  U.  S.  Dept.  Agr.  Farm  Security  Admin.  Region  III. 
Res.  Rpt.  1,  62pp.,  processed.     Indianapolis,  Jan.  1938.  1.9503  R31 

A  study  of  seven  counties  of  southeast  Missouri. 

A  figure  on  p.  37  shows  gross* income  of  1013  farm  households 
in  Dunklin,  New  Madrid,  and  Pemiscot  Counties  in  1935,  by  color 
and  tenure  group, -by  income  levels. 

235.  Willeford,  Mary  B.      Income  and  health  in  remote  rural  areas;  a  study 

of  400  families  in  Leslie  county,  Kentucky.     88c3]pp.     New  York 
City,  1932.     449.15  W66  .  . 

Thesis  (Ph.  D.)  -  Columbia  University. 

Bibliography,  3pp.,  at  end. 

The  money  income  of  400  families  in  the  Bad  Creek  and  the 
Marrowbone  Districts  is  analyzed  on  pp.-  18-25.    Graphs  and  tables 
show  total  family  income,  per  capita  income,  and  money  income 
per  capita,  by  sise. 

236.  Williams,  Faith  M. ,  and  others.      Family  living  in  Knott  county, 

Kentucky,  by  Faith  M.  Williams,  Hazel  K.  Stiebeling,  Idella  G. 
Swisher,  and  Gertrude  Schmidt  Weiss.    U.  S..  Dept.  Agr.  Tech. 
;'' Bui.  576,  '69pp.     Washington,  D.  C,  1937.    1  Ag84Te  no.  576 

This  s-tudy,  which  is  a  part  of  a  comprehensive  survey  of  eco- 
nomic and  socia.l  conditions  in  the  southern  Appalachians,  covers 
the  12  months  ending  Mar.  1,  1930. 

Table  1,  p.  6,  shows  the  average  money  value  of  current  liv- 
ing, average  income,  and  average  size  of  family,  for  228  families, 
by  size  of  current  family  living. 

Sources  of  family  income,  pp..  21-25;  Distribution,  of  value  of 
•    current  -family  living,  pp.  25-27.     Includes  statistical  data 
classified  by  value  of  family  living  groups. 

Tables  21,  22,  23,  32,  33,  35,  36,  and  39,  which  give  data 
on  value  of  home-produced  food,  expenditures  for. food,  clothing, 
housing,  etc.,  are  classified  by  value  of  living  groups. 

237. '    Williamson,  Paul  S. ,  and  Han  gas,  Arno  J.      Labor  incomes  on  cost- 

account  farms.    II.  Y,  -(Cornell)  State  Col. -Agr.  .Dept.  Agr.  Scon, 
and  Farm  Mangt.  A.  E.  328,  10pp.,  processed.     Ithaca,  Oct.  1940. 
281.9  C81  no.  328 
'  "This  report  is  based  on  records  kept  by  75  New  York  farmers." 
A  chart  on  p.  3  shows  important  enterprises  and  distribution 
of  labor  incomes,  1939. 

238.  Willson,  E.  A.      Incomes  and  cost  of  living  of  farm  families  in  North 

Dakota,  1923-1931.     N.  Dak.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  271,  31pp. 
Bar go,  1933. 
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Issued  in  cooperation  with  the  U.  S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture. 

"This  study,  the  first  undertaken  in  North  Dakota,  differs 
from  most  of  the  others  cstudies  made  in  other  states;,  in  that 
it  presents  farm  income  and  family  expense  data  over  a  con- 
siderable period  (9  years)  and  attempts  to  show  the  influence 
of  changing  incomes  on  the  standard  of  living.  "  -  Foreword. 

"The  data  were  analyzed  and  are  presented  to  show  by  years 
and  by  income  groups,  gross  cash  receipts  and' expenditures. 
The  distribution  of  family  living  expenditures  among  the  differ- 
ent kinds  of  goods  used  are  also  presented" by  years  and  by  in- 
come groups."  -  p.  8. 

239.  Wilson,  Isabella  C.      Farm  home  accounts.    Ark.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui. 

386,  pp.  72-73.    Fayetteville,  1940. 

Reports  an  analysis  made  of  the  home  account  books  kept  by 
132  Arkansas  home  demonstration  club  members  in  41  counties  dur- 
ing 1937.    A  table  shows  per  capita  expenditures  for  certain 
budget  items  in  Arkansas  farm  families  of  different  expenditure 
levels,  1936  and  1937. 

240.  Wilson,  Isabella  C.      Sickness  and  medical  care  among  a  rural  bitumi- 

nous coal-mining  population  of  Arkansas.    Ark.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta. 
Bui.  394,  44pp.    Fayetteville,  1940. 

The  Midland  community  in  Sebastian  County,  Ark.,  was  the  com- 
munity selected  for  the  study. 

The  following  tables  contain  information  classified  by  income 
groups:  8,  Membership  in  medical  protective  associations;  9, 
Estimate  of '  health' and  number  of  illnesses;  10,  Incidence  of 
specified  diseases  per  thousand  personsjll,  Condition  of  eyes' 
12,  Medical  care;  13,  Expenditures  per  family  for  medical  care; 
14,  Percentage  of  families  indebted,  and  percentage  of  income 
spent,  for  medical  co,re;  16,  Money  income  according  to  residence. 

This  is  the  third  of  a  series  of  bulletins  on  sickness  and 
medical  care  among  the  population  of  selected  rural  areas  of 
Arkansas.    The  first,  Sickness  and  Medical  Care  in  an  Ozark  Area 
of  Arkansas,  was  published  as  Ark.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  353. 
The  second,  Sickness  and  Medical  Care  among  the  Negro  Population 
.  in  a  Delta  Area  of  Arkansas,  was  published  as  Ark.  Agr.  Expt. 
Sta.  Bui.  372.  • 

241.    Woodhouse,  Chase  Going,  and  Williams,  Faith  M.      Comparison  of  schedule 
and  account  methods  of  collecting  data  on  family  living.    U.  S. 
Dept.  Agr.  Tech.  Bui.  386,42pp...  Washington, D.C. ,1933.  2  Ag84Te  no.386 

The  data  used  in  this  report  "were  obtained  from  40  farm  fami- 
lies and  from  24  families  of  the  professional  group  living  in 
cities,  and  cover  12  consecutive  months  in  1926-27."    The  farm 
families  lived  in  Addison,  Chittenden,  Lamoille  and  Washington 
Counties,  Vermont;  Mahoning  and  Warren  Counties,  Ohio;  Coles  and 
Marshall  Counties,  Illinois;  and  Frederick  County,  Md. 

Table  2,  p.  10,  shows  the  distribution  of  the  40  farm  families 
by  money  value  of  family  living.  •     •  - 
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242.    Woofter,  T.  (ft  |  jr»      Landlord  and  tenant  on  the  cotton  plantation, 
by  T.  J.  Woofter,  jr.,  with  the  collaboration  of  Gordon  Black- 
wcll,  Harold  Hoffsonnor,  Janes  G.  Maddox,  Joan  M.  Masscll,  B.  0. 
Williams,    Valler  Wynne,  jr.    U.  S.  Works  Prog.  Admin.  Div. 
Social  Res.  Res.  Moriog.  V,  283pp. ,  processed.    Washington,  D.  U, 
1936.     173.2  W89Re.no.  5 

Based  on  a  field  study  of  646  plantations,  with  medium-sized 
and  large  cotton  planting  operations,  in  the  Eastern  Cotton  Bolt. 
"A  tract  with  .five  or  nore  resident  families,  including  the  land- 
lord, was  defined  as  a  plantation,  tracts  with  fewer  families 
were  not  included  in  this  survey."  -  Introduction. 

Ch.  VI,  Income,  pp.  65-90.     Operator's  labor  income,  1934,  by 
size  of  labor  income,  is  shown  in  table  29,  p.  79.     Table  33,  p. 
84,  shows  cropoer  and  other  share  tenant  net  income  per  family, 
and  percent  of^crop  acres  in  cotton,  1934,  by  size  of  net  income 
per  family.    Average  tenant  income  per  family  is  shown  in  a  chart 
on  p.  88. 

Among  the  supplementary  tables  in  Appendix  A  are  the  following: 
32,  Gross  income,  by  size  of  income;  37,  Operator  labor  income 
per  crop  acre  and  per  acre  value  of  land;  40,  Net  income  of  planta- 
tion families,  by  income  from  home  use  production;  41,  Cropper 
and  other  share  tenant  net  income  per  family,  by  operator  labor 
income  per  crop  acre. 

243.  Wooton,  S.  Q.      Dry  farmin'g  in  eastern  Colorado;  a  study  of  151  farms 

in  Lincoln  and  Washington  counties,  farm  year  1922.^    A  preliminary 
report.     34cl]pp.,  processed.     Washington,-  D.  C. ,  U.  S.  Dept.  of 
agriculture,  Bur.  of  agricultural  economics,  Aug.  1924. 
1.9  Ec762D 

Table  XVII,  p.  26,  shows  the  number  of  farms  producing  incomes 
of  indicated  amounts. 

244.  Zimmerran,  Carle  C.      Consumption  and  standards  of  living.     602pp.  New 

York,  D.  Van  Nostrand  co. ,  inc.,  1936.     284.4  Z6 

Ch.  XI,  The  Laws  of  Clothing  Expense,  pp.  260-275,  includes  a 
table  on  p.  268  which  shows  the  percentages  spent  for  clothing 
by  309  groups  of  American  wage  earners,  farmers,  professional  and 
business  families  arranged  by  income  groups,  1870-1930. 

Ch.  XIII,  Spending  or  Saving,  np.  306-335,  devotes  pp.  321-336 
to  samole  studies  of  saving  and  spending  behavior,  of  farm,  vil- 
lage and  town,  and  city  families.    Data  are  from  Minnesota  Agri- 
cultural Experiment  Station  studies  made  by  the  present  author. 

245.  Zimmerman,  Carlo  C.      Incomes  -nd  expenditures  of  Minnesota  farm  and 

city  families,  1927-28.     Minn.  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  255,  50pp. 
University  Farm,  St.  Paul,  1929. 

"This  study  is  based  uocn  information  concerning  incomes  and 
expenditures  of  226  farm  families  and  252  city  families  secured 
by  personal  visits  during  the  summer  of  1928... 

"The  purposes  of  the  study  are  to  find  the  amount  of  ir.come 
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received  "by  these  groups  of  farm  families  in  comparison  with 
the  different  types  of  city  families;  the  different  methods 
used  for  spending  the  incomes;  the  amounts  used  for  spending 
the  incomes;  the  amounts  used  for  each  general  type  of  items 
in  town  and  country;  and  the  influence  of  size  of  income,  social 
status,  and  residence  in  country  or  city  upon  expenditures  and 
the  distribution  of  expenditures. "  -  p.  3. 

Table  1,  p.  5,  shows  farm  cash  receipts  by  income  groups. 
Table  15,  p.  21,  shows  average  income  and  expense  of  urban  fami- 
lies, by  family  income  groups.     Table  16,  p.  22,  shows  percentage 
distribution  of  sources  of  income,  by  income  groups. 

GENERAL 

246.  Alderson,  Wroe.      Marketing  classification  of  families.    Jour.  Mktg. 

6(2):  143-146.     Oct.  1941.    280.38  J82 

The  writer  presents  24  points  concerning  the  findings  of  a 
study  of  the  problem  of  income  classification  now  being  made  by 
a  committee  of  the  American  Marketing  Association.    This  commit- 
tee has  found  four  types  of  classification  in  the  material  sub- 
mitted and  the  writer  lists  the  elements  in  what  he  considers 
a  satisfactory  method  of  income  classification. 

247.  Berridge,  William  A.,  Winslow,  Emma  A.,  and  Elinn,  Richard  A.  Pur- 

chasing power  of  the  consumer;  a  statistical  index.  318pp. 
Chicago  &  New  York,  A.  W.  Shaw  co. ;  London,  A.  W.  Shaw  and  co., 
ltd.,  1925.     284  B454 

"This  monograph  deals  primarily  with  the  time -fluctuation 
and  incidentally  with  the  geographical  distribution  of  incomes 
received  by  factory  workers  as  a  class  in  the  United  States  since 
the  close  of  the  World  War."  -  p.  5. 

Variations  in  income  division  in  relation  to  size  of  income, 
pp.  168-182. 

Influence  of  size  of  income  upon  expenditures  for  food,  cloth- 
ing, and  certain  other  items,  pp.  183-201. 

248.  Burns,  Arthur  F.      The  Brookings  inquiry  into  income  distribution  and 

progress.    Quart.  Jour.  Econ.  50(3):  476-523.    May  1936.    280.8  Q2 
This  is  a  review  and  analysis  of  the  Brookings  studies: 

America's  Capacity  to  Produce;  America's  Capacity  to  Consume; 

Formation  of  Capital;  Income  and  Economic  Progress. 

Table  II,  p.  498,  based  on  America's  Capacity  to  Consume,  pp. 

246-251,  254-255,  260-261,  contains  data  showing  the  statistical 

basis  of  the  Brookings  estimate  of  savings  by  families  in  1929, 

by  income  classes. 

249.  Chap in,  E.  Stuart.      The  measurement  of  social  status  by  the  use  of 

the  social  status  scale  1933.     16pp.    Minneapolis,  University  of 
Minnesota  press,  1933.    Libr.  Cong.  HT611.C45 

Includes  two  tables,  p.  13,  which  show  distribution  of  income 
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classed  lip  to  5,000  dollars  in  a  samole  of  442  families  from 
three  states  and  families  in  the  United  States  as  a  whole,  1928, 
and  distribution  of  income  classes  below  2,500  dollars  in  a 
sample  of  417  families  in  three  states  and  families  in  the 
United  States  as  a  whole,  1928. 

250.  Cockerill,  P.  W.      Factors  affecting  the.  economic  self-sufficiency 

of  the  Middle  Rio  Grande  conservancy  district.    N.  Mex.  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  247,  20pp.     State  College,  1937. 

Table  4,  p.  11,  shows  average  income  per  family  and  number 
of  families  included  in  each  income  group  among  those  inter- 
viewed in  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico,  1930,  and  table  5,  p.  12, 
shows  average  food  purchases  per  month  for  the  family  and  the 
individual,  according  to  income  groups  of  157  families  in  Albu- 
querque, New  Mexico,  1930. 

251.  Coles,  Jessie  V.,  and  Hieser,  Lucile.      The  economic  status  of  436 

families  of  Missouri  clerical  workers  and  wage  earners.  Mo.  Agr. 
Expt.  Sta.  Res.  3ul.  318,  80pp.     Columbia,  1940. 

The  material  in  this  bulletin  in  somewhat  different  form,  was 
presented  by  Miss  Hieser  in  partial  fulfillment  of  the  require- 
ments for  the  degree  of  Master  of  Arts  at  the  University  of 
Missouri. 

The  data  on  which  the  study  is  based  were  secured  from  the 
Consumer  Purchases  Study,  and  are  for  279  wage  earners  and  157 
clerical  workers  in  the  small  cities  of  Moberly  and  Columbia, 
Missouri. 

Contains  34  statistical  tables  showing  incomes  and  expendi- 
tures, many  of  which  are  classified  by  income  levels. 

252.  Conference  on  research  in  national  income  and  wealth.     Studies  in  in- 

come and  wealth,  volume  three.  479pp.  New  York,  National  bureau 
of  economic  research,  1939.    284  C765  v.  3 

American  studies  of  the  distribution  of  wealth  and  income  by 
size,  by  C.  L.  Merwin,  Jr.,  pp.  3-84.     "The  object  of  this  paper 
is  to  delineate,  in  Sections  I  and  II,  tho  historical  strands 
of  wealth  and  income  distribution  analysis.     These  sections  are 
concluded  by  recapitulations  in  outline ' f orm,  which  serve  to  em- 
phasize the  salient  characteristics  of  these  earlier  studies. 
In  a  concluding  section  speculation  is  ventured  concerning  pos- 
sible reasons  why  distributions  of  wealth  and  of  income  *-hus  far 
.    .  constructed  have  been  relatively  inadequate. "  -  p.  4.  Eibliog- 

raphy,  pp.  77-84.-    Discussion,  by  Simon  Kuznets,  pp.  85-93. 

Income  cai.utali zation  as  a  method  of  esti-^ting  the  distri- 
bution of  wealth  by  size  groups,  by  Charles  Stewart,  po.  95-128. 
Discussion,  by  Milton  Friedman,  V/.  L.  Crum,  Fritz  Lehmann,  and 
Charles  Stewart,  pp.  129-146. 

The  use  of  income  tax  data  in  the  National  Resources  Committee 
estimate  of  the  distribution  of  income  by  size,  by  Enid  Baird 
and  Selma  Fine,  pp.  149-203.     Discussion,  by  A.  J.  Goldenthal, 
pp.  204-214. 


-  68  - 


253.  Curtis  publishing  company.  Div.  of  commercial  research.  Distribution 

of  consumer  income  in  1935-1936.    An  analysis  of  "Consumer  in- 
comes in  the  United  States;  their  distribution  in  1935-36," 
National  resources  committee.    32pp.,  processed.  [-Philadelphia] 
1938.     280.12  C9"42 

254.  Inter  American  statistical  institute.  Temporary  organizing  committee. 

Statistical  activities  of  the. American  nations,  1940;  a  compendium 
of  the  statistical  services  and  activities  in  22  nations  of  the 
Western  hemisphere,  together  with  information  concerning  statistical 
personnel  in  these  nations,  ed.  .."by  Elizabeth  Phelps.'  842pp. 
Washington,  D.  C. ,  1941.    251  In88 

Consumption,  by  Hazel  Kyrk,  pp.  588-593.    Brief  review  of 
studies  of  consumer  incomes  and  disbursements. 

255.  King,Willford  Isbell#      The  national  income  and  its  purchasing  powex,by 

Willford  I.  King,  assisted  by  Lillian  Epstein.    394pp.    New  York, 
National  bureau  of  economic  research,  inc.,  1930.    284  K58N 
Changes  in  concentration  of  income,  ph.  VII;  pp.  170-180. 

Facts  bearing  on  agricultural  income,  ch.  XI,  pp.  291-314. 

1         ■  ■  ,        ■  ■ 

256.  King,  Willford  Isbell.      The  wealth  and  income  of  the  people  of  the 

United  States.    278pp.    New  York,  The  Macmillan  co.,  London, 
Macmillan  &  co.,  ltd.,  1915.     (The  citizen's  library  of  economics, 
politics  and  sociology)    284  K58 

The  distribution  of  income  among  families,  ch.  IX,  pp.  217-255. 

257.  Leven,  Maurice.      The  income  structure  of  the  United  States,  by  Maurice 

Leven  assisted  by  Kathryn  Robertson  Wright.  177pp.  Washington, 
D.  C,  The  Brookings  institution,  1938.  (Institute  of  economics 
of  the  Brookings  institution.  Publication  no.  74)     284  L57In 

"This  brief  volume  not  merely  presents  important  information 
as  to  the  distribution  of  the  national  income  among  the  several 
groups  but  also  analyzes  the  factors  which  determine  or  influence 
it.     The  period  covered  is  from  1929  to  1936,  with  emphasis  on 
the  changes  in  income  distribution  which  have  taken  place."  — 
Director's  preface. 

Ch.  IX,  pp.  119-128,  Changes  in  Distribution  by  Income  Classes 
Since  1929,  is  concerned  with  the  professional  incomes  of  physi- 
cians and  lawyers,  earnings  of  steel  workers,  incomes  reported 
on  tax  returns,  and  incomes  of  urban  families.    Tables  and  charts 
of  interest  are  also  given  on  pp.  11,  86-38,  103,  145,  and  166. 

258.  Macfadden  publications,  inc.  Div.  of  marketing  and  research.  Distri- 

bution of  families  by  income  groups,  an  e'stimate  as 'of  January  1, 
1937.    Macfadden  Pubs.,  Inc.  Div.  Mktg.  and  Res.  Mktg.  Memos.  7 
c43pp.,  processed.     cNew  York,  1937 q    280.39  M16  no.  7 

Contains  estimates  for  urban  families  and  for  all  families. 
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259.  National  industrial  conference  board.  Div.  of  industrial  economics. 

Conference  board  studies  in  enterprise  and  social  progress;  se- 
lected chapters  in  the  story  of  the  American  enterprise  system 
and  its  contribution  to  prosperity  and  public  welfare.  Assembled 
from  special  reports  of  the  Division  of  industrial  economics  of 
the  Conference  board.    327pp.    New  York  c19393    280.12  N2132 

Pt.  IV,  pp.  77-132,  is  on  National  Income  and  Its  Distribu- 
tion.   The  distribution  of  personal  income  is  considered  on  pp. 
123-132. 

260.  Sorenson,  Helen  L. ,  and  G-ilboy,  Elizabeth  W.      The  economics  of  low- 

income  diets.     Quart.  Jour.  Econ.  51(4):  663-680.    Aug.  1937. 
280.8  Q2 

"The  present  study  is  the  third  of  a  series  of  articles  deal- 
ing with  the  unemployed  in  Cambridge.     The  investigation  was  be- 
gun under  the  Massachusetts  ERA  and  a  group  of  Harvard  professors, 
and  completed  by  the  assistance  of  funds  from  the  Harvard  Univer- 
sity Committee  on  Research  in  the  Social  Sciences. "    Summary  of 
contents:  "New  attitudes  and  new  standards,  663. -The  da,ta,  664.- 
Income  elasticities  for  different  foods,  665. -Calorie  content  of 
diets,  669. -Comparisons  with  scientifically  determined  diets,  671. 
-Nutrition  and  education,  676. -Nutrition  and  income,  677. -Nutri- 
tion and  agricultural  policy,  679." 

261.  Spahr,  Walter,  ed.      Economic  principles  and  problems,  by  Sir  Norman 

Angell,  Jules  Backman  cand  others .Volume  II.    Ed.  4,  660pp» 
New  York,  Farrar  &  Rinehart,  inc.,  1940.     280  Spl2E  Ed  4,  v.  2 
Suggested  readings  at  end  of  chapters. 

Distribution  of  our  national  wealth  and  income,  ch.  XXVII, 
pp.  83-109.     Sections  of  this  chapter  and  certain  charts  are 
taken  from  S.  H.  Patterson's  Social  Aspects  of  Industry  (McGraw- 
Hill  book  co.,  rev.  1935).    Unequal  distribution  of  the  national 
income  among  families,  pp.  90-91-.     (Data  are  from  Consumer  In- 
comes in  the  United  States,  Their  Distribution  in  1935-1935). 

262.  Tate,  Leland  B.      The  rural  homes  of  city  workers  and  the  urban-rural 

migration.     N.  Y.  (Cornell)  Agr.  Expt.  Sta.  Bui.  595,  53pp. 
Ithaca,  1934. 

Running  title:  Urban-rural  migration  of  city-workers  households. 

"The  purpose  of  this  study  was  to  find  the  extent  and  rapidity 
of  the  urban-rural  migration,  or  backflow,  of  city-workers  house- 
holds into  the  area  adjacent  to  Rochester,  New  York... 

"The  present  study  w?.s  made  with  the  cooperation  of  the  Monroe 
County  Regional  Planning  Board.  " 

Annual  money  income  is  discussed,  p.  20,  and  figure  18,  p.  21, 
shows  distribution  of  annual  incomes  of  city-workers  households 
by  size  groups.     The  sample  was  "657  households,  of  which  282 
were  in  villages  and  375  in  the  country. " 
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263.  Tucker,  Rufus  S.      The  distribution  of  income  among  income  taxpayers 

in  the  United  States,  1863-1935.    Quart.  Jour.  Econ.  52(4):  547- 
:  587.    Aug.  1938.     280.8  Q2 

The  author  points  out  that  he  has  limited  his  "analysis  in 
■  the  -main  to  incomes  of  $5,000  and  over,  because  the  details  of 
smaller  Incomes  have  not  been  published  and  because'  the  change 
'   in  exemptions  from  time  to.  time  greatly  altered  the  proportion 
of  persons  receiving  smaller  incomes  who  were  required  to  submit 
,  i      returns. .. cHe  has^  used  four  methods  of  analysis;  ■  '• 

"1.  The  Pareto  method.  P  e  2.  A  modification  of  the  Pareto 
method...  3.  The  arithmetic  average  of  incomes  above  $5,00C..» 
4.  The  difference  between  the  median  income  and 'the  cumulative 
median  income. " 

Distribution  of  income  by  -income  classes,  pp.  565-567;  Distri- 
bution of  incomes  of  constant  purchasing  power,  pp.  570-577. 
The  latter  contains  tables  showing  proportion  of  population  with 
incomes  equivalent  to  2000,  3000,  4000  and  50,000  dollars  of 
1929  purchasing  power,  selected  years,  mainly  between  1863  and  1935* 

264.  Tucker,  Rufus  S. *     The  National  resources  committee  report  on  distri- 

bution of  income.    Rev.  Econ.  Statis.  22(4):  165-132.    Nov,  1940. 
, :  •  '    ,  251.8  R32  ' 

■  In  the  second  paragraph  of  this  article  the  author  calls  at- 
tention to  "errors"  in  the  report  -  Consumer  Incomes  in  the 
United  States:  Their  Distribution  in  1935-36.    -He  then  states 
that  "An  attempt  will  be  made  in  the  balance  of  this  •article  to 
evaluate  the  Importance  of  each  of,  the  errors  just  mentioned, 
and  of  others  to  be  mentioned,  and  to  substitute  a  truer  picture 
of  the  national  income , although  a  really  satisfactory  picture 
<  cannot  be  constructed  out  of  the.  Committee's  published  material. " 

265.  U.  S.  Dept.  of  labor.  Bur.  of  labor  statistics.       cMoney  disbursements 

of  wage  earners  and  lower-salaried  clerical  workers  (survey  of 
1934-36).  3    U.  S.  Dept.  Labor.  Bur."  Labor  Statis.  Bui.  636-641. 
.6  v.    Washington,  D.  C. ,  1939-1941.     158.6  B87 

"Studies  of  family  expenditures  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time  by  the  Bureau.    A  general  study  was  made'  in  1918-19  and  the 
results  published  in  Bulletin  357.    A  similar  but  much  more  ex- 
tensive investigation  was  begun  in  1934.    This  latest  survey 
was  divided  into  two  sections,  one  covering  money  disbursements 
of  wage  earners  and  lower-salaried  clerical  workers,  and  the 
.  other,  family  income  and  expenditure  of  all  income  and  occupa- 
tional groups  cEor  this  latter,  see  the  Study  of  Consumer  Pur- 
chases: Urban  Series}.     The  detailed  data  obtained  in  the  survey 
lO.re  contained  in  ohe  bulletins  listed  below-)"  -  U.  S.  Dept.  Labor. 
Bur,  Labor  Statis'*  Bui.  661,  p.  3. 

636:  Money  disbursements  of  wage  earners  -and  clerical  workers 
in  eight  cities  in  the  East  north  central  region  1934-35,  by 
Faith  M.  Williams  and  Alice  C.  Hanson.     1940.  443pp. 

637:  Money  disbursements  of  wage  earners  and  clerical 
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workers' in  the'North  Atlantic  region  1934-36,  "by  Faith  M.  Wil- 
liams and  Alice  C.  Hanson.     1939.     2  v.     V.  1.  New  York  City. 
236pp.;  v.  2.  Eleven  cities.  522pp. 

639:  Money  disbur sements  of  wage  earners  and  clerical 
workers  in  five  cities  in  the  Pacific  region  1954-36,  by  Faith 
M.  Williams  and  Alice  C.  Hanson.    1939.  358pp. 

640:  Money  disbursements  of  employed  w:ige  earners  and 
clerical  workers  in  twelve  cities  of  the  South  1934-36,  by  Faith 
M.  Williams  and  Alice  C.  Hanson,  assisted  by  Genevieve  B.  Wiusat4» 
1941.  700pp. 

641:  Money  disbursements  of  wage  earners  and  clerical 
v/orkers  in  five  cities  in  the  West  north  central-mountain  region, 
1934-36,  by  Faith  M.  Williams  and  Alice  C.  Hanson.     1939.  390pp. 

638:  Summary  of  survey  [projected]. 
In  this  study  "Data  On  family  composition,  earnings  and  in- 
come, and  group  expenditures  are  summarizod  by  income  levels  at 
$300  intervals  to  provide  a  basis  for  comparison  of  the  results 
from  this  investigation  with  earlier  studies.  The  same  data  are 
also  presented  by  income  level  for  families  of  types  comparable 
with  those  studied  in  the  1917-18  investigation."  -  Bui.  636,  p. 431. 

266.    U.  S.  Dept.  of  labor.  Bur.  of  labor  statistics.      Study  of  consumer 
purchases:  urban  series.    U.  S.  Dept.  Labor.  Bur.  Labor  Statis. 
Bui.  642-649.     8  nos.    Washington, ' D.  C.f  1939-1941.     158.6  B87 

"In  cooperation  with  Works  Progress  Administration. " 

"The  Study  of  Consumer  Purchases  has  been  rlirected  toward  two 
related  objectives.     The  first  is  to  ascertain  the  distribution 
of  families  according  to  income,  occupation,  and  family  composi- 
tion.   The  second  is  to  learn  how  families  of 'different  incomes, 
occupations  and  family  types  apportion  their  expenditures  among 
specific  goods  and  services  in  different  parts  of  the  country."  - 
Bui,  642,  v.  1,  pp.  VII-VIII. 

The  individual  reports  aro.aa  follows: 

642:  Family  income  and  expenditure  in  Chicago.     2v.     V.  1. 
Family  income,  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan  and  Faith  M.  Willia:r.s,  assisted 
by  Erika  H.  Wulff,  210pp.,  1939;  v.  2.  Family  expenditure,  by 
A.  D.  H.  Kaplan,  Faith  M.  Williams,  and  Mildred  Hartsough,  256pp., 
1939. 

643:  Family  income  and  expenditure  in  New  York  city,  1935- 
36.     2v.     V.  1,  Family  income,  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan,  Faith  M.  Wil- 
liams, Mildred  Parten,  and  V/.  D.  Evans,  '274pp.,  1941;  v.  2,  Family 
expenditure,  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan,  Faith  M.  Williams,  and  Alice  C. 
Hanson,  232pp.,  1939. 

644:  Family  income  and  expenditure  in  nine  cities  of  the 
East  central  region,  1935-36.     2v.     V.  1,  Family  income,  by  A.  D.  H. 
Kaplan  and  Faith  M.  William's,  assisted  by  Richard  Hellman,  538pp., 
1939;  v.  2,  Family  expenditure,  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan  and  Faith  M. 
Williams,  assisted  by  Marjorie  S.  Weber,  390pp.,  1941. 

645:  Family  income  and  expenditure  in  five  New  England 
cities  1935-36.     2v.     V.  1,  Family  income,  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan, 
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Faith  M.  Williams,  and  Dorothy  McCamman,  351pp.,  1939;  v.  2, 
Family  expenditure,'  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan  and  Faith  M.  Williams, 
assisted  "by  Rath  E.  Clem,  251pp. ,  1941. 

646:  Family  income  and  expenditure  in  selected  urban  com- 
munities of  the  West  central -Rocky  mountain  region,  1935-36. 
'  2v.    V.  1,  Family  income,  by  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan, '  Faith  M.  Williams,, 
and  Mildred  Parten,  assisted  by  Ward  S.  Bowman,  436pp.,  1939 
(deals  with  seven  communities);  v.  2,  Family  expenditure,  by 
A.  D.  H.  Kaplan,  Faith  M.  Williams.,  assisted  by  Lenore  A.  Epstein, 
313pp.,  1940  (deals  with  six  communities)© 

647s  Family  income  and  expenditure  in  the • southeastern  re- 
gion, 1935-36.    2v.  V.  1,  Family  income*  by  Av  D. '  H.  Kaplan  and 
Faith  M.  Williams,  assisted  by  Jessie  S.  Bernard,  520pp.,  1939; 
V.  2,  Family  expenditure  in  three  southeastern  cities  1935~36f 
.family  expenditure,  by.  A.  D.  H.  Kaplan  and ^ Faith  M.  Williams, 
assisted  by  Lenore  A.  .Epstein,  298pp. , '19.40 .• 

649;  Family  income  "and  expenditure-  in' four  urban  communi- 
ties of  the  Pacific  northwest,  1935-36.    2v,    Y.  1,  Family  income, 
by  A.-  D.  H.  Kaplan.,  Faith  M.  Williams  and  Mildred  Parten,  297pp., 
1939;  v.  2,  Family  expenditure,  by'  A.  D.  H.-  Kaplan  and  Faith  M# 
Williams,  assisted  by  Walter  Durham,  201pp.,  1940. 

Supplementary  to  this  series  is  a  study  of  consumer  pur- 
chases in  detail,  issued  as  Bulletin  648,  with  the  title  Family 
expenditures,  in  selected  cities,  1935-36,  and  the  series  title: 
Study  of  Consumer  Purchases:  Urban  Technical  Series.'  Eight  vol- 
umes were  issued  as  follows:'  I.  Housing,  404pp.,  1941  (Part  1  of 
this  volume  was  prepared  by  Mildred  Parten  and  Dorothy  McCamman, 
and  part  2,  was  prepared  under  the  direction' of  Jesse  R.  Wood, 
Jr.);  II.  Food,  406pp.,  1940; 'III.  Clothing  and  personal  care, 
578pp.,  1941  (Part  1  of  this  volume  was  prepared  by  Marjorie  S. 
Weber,  and  part  2  wa.s  prepared  under  the  direction  of  Jesse  R. 
Wood,  Jr.);.  IV.  Furnishings  and  equipment,  227pp.,  1941  (The  in- 
troductory part  of  this  volume  was  prepared  by  Genevieve  Beckwith 
Wimsatt  and  Marjorie  S.  Weber,  and  the  .statistical  tables  were 
prepared' under  the  direction  of  Jesse  R.  Wood,  Jr.);  V.  Medical 
care,  312pp. ,  1940  (Part  I  was  prepared' by  Lenore  A.  Epstein, 
and  Jesse.  R..  Wood,  Jr.,  was  in  charge  of  preparing  part  II  for 
publication),;  VI.  Travel  and  transportation,  165pp.,  1940  (Part  I 
prepared  by  Lenore  A.  Epstein,  and  Jesse  R.  Wood,  Jr.,  was  in 
charge  of  the  preparation  of  part  II  for  publication);  VII.  Recre- 
ation, reading,  formal  education,  tobacco,  contributions,  and 
-personal'  taxes,  385pp.,  1941  (Part. I  was  prepared  by  A.  C.  Rosander 
and  of  Part  II,  the  preparation  of  the  tabular  summary  was  under 
the  direction  of  Jesse  R.  Wood,  Jr.,  and  the  preparation  of  the 
Supplement  to  the  Tabular  Summary  and  appendixes  G,  H,  I,  and  J 
was  under  the  direction  of  A.  C.  Rosander);  VIII.  Changes  in  as- 
sets and  liabilities,  194pp.,  1941. 
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267.  U.  S.  Federal  trade  commission.      National  wealth  and  income.    A  re- 

port...in  final  response  to  Senate  resolution  no.  451,  67th 
Congress,  4th  sess.,  agreed  to  February  28,  1923.    69th  Cong. 
1st  Sess.  Senate  Doc.  126,  381pp.    Washington,  D.  C. ,  1926, 
173  F32cNt: 

Distribution  of  wealth  among  individuals,  ch.  Ill,  pp.  56-69* 

268.  U.  S.  National  resources  committee.      Consumer  expenditures  in  the 

United  States,  estimates  for  1935-36.    195pp.    Washington,  D.  C, 
U.  S.  Govt,  print,  off.,  1939.     173.2  N214Coe 

"This  report... is  "based  primarily  on  data  obtained  in  the  Study 
of  Consumer  Purchases,  a  Nation-wide  Works  Progress  Administra- 
tion project  conducted  in  the  Bureau  of  Home  Economics  and  the 
Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  with  the  cooperation  of  the  National 
Resources  Committee  and  the  Central  Statistical  Board.     It  shows 
.  ,   .         how  families  and  individuals  in  different  income  groups  spend 

their  incomes  and  presents  a  broad  national  picture  of  the  divi- 
sion of  expenditures  for  the  major  classes  of  consumer  goods 
and  services."  -  Letter  of  transmittal. 

269.  Waite,  Warren  Cleland,  and  Cassady,  Ralph,  jr.      The  consumer  and  the 

economic  order.     3d.  1,  389pp.    New  York  and  London,  McGraw-Hill 
book  co.,  inc.,  1939.     284.4  W13C 

Incomes  of  consumers,  ch.  Ill,  pp.  26-37.     (The  inequalities 
of  money  income,  pp.  30-36). 

A  table  on  p.  52,  adapted  from  P.  A.  Dodd  and  E.  F.  Penrose's 
Economic  Aspects  of  Medical  Practice  in  California,  p.  132,  shows 
the  percentage  distribution  of  family  incomes  of  17,769  identical 
California  families* 1933  compared  with  1929  by  income  groups. 

Studies  of  family  expenditures,  ch.  XII,  pp.  183-202.  Data 
given  in  tables  on  pp.  185-187  are  from  U.  S.  Bureau  of  Labor 
Statistics  Bulletin  357. 
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